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NOTICE. 



Other engagements^ and distaste to the controversy^ 
united to prevent the Author from doing more, on first re- 
ceiving Mr. Arnold's Pamphlet^ than noting down on the 
margin of his copy of it, the heads in brief of answers to 
each of its criticisms and charges. A Paper however in 
the British Magazine of last September having been 
brought to his notice, which referred to Mr. A.'s Remarks 
on the Horse as triumphant and unanswerable, he deemed 
it necessary not to delay longer drawing out his Reply : 
which however has given him somewhat more trouble than 
he expected : not from any difficulty in the matter of Reply ; 
but from the difficulty of making the large questions treated 
of intelligible in so small a compass to the general Reader, 
and the Pamphlet readable. 

It is the Author's wish that each Reader, where he 
has the opportunity, should have Mr. Arnold's Critique 
in hand as he peruses this Reply ; and compare them 
passage by passage : in order so to do fuller justice to Mr. 
Arnold ; and also to judge with better reason whether his 
attack on the Horae has been in every point fairly met 
and refuted^ or riot. 

Torquay y November, 1845. 
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quotes approvingly. His views may perhaps be those of the more modem Oerman School. 
The argwmemtum ad hominem however is equally applicable and strong, whether the Rider 
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INTRODUCTION. 



The Rev. T. K. Arnold has published a Pamphlet of Remarks 
on my Horae Apocalyptica, expressive of "his deep conviction 
that the mode of investigation there pursued, is perverse and un- 
critical, and the interpretations advanced such as will not stand the 
tests of grammatical construction, common sense, or the ordinary 
works of historians." ^ By the epithet perverse, applied to my 
mode of investigation, Mr. Arnold means, I presume, such as involves, 
or is calculated to issue in, a distorted view of the subjects consi- 
dered ; though the word is certainly one not quite so distinct 
in meaning as might be desired in an opening statement of 
charge : by uncritical the contrary to judicious, or (more exactly 
speaking) to a judge's wise and discriminative mode of discussing 
evidence and investigating truth. Elsewhere, on the same first 
page of his Pamphlet, Mr. Amoldprotests against my "false method 
of interpretation." Now the mode or process of investigation ac- 
tually pursued in the Horse is described at p. ix of the Preface : — 
" first to consider the simple grammatical meaning of the prophe- 
tic passage, comparing Scripture with Scripture ; then to consult 
the most authentic histories of the period supposed to be referred 
to, and, where necessary, such works also as might furnish anti- 
quarian illustration : this done, and an independent judgment 
formed thereon, then to consult the most approved and elaborate 
commentators on the subject, more especially those of different 
views from the Author's own, and to weigh their arguments ere 

> Page I. 
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2 INTRODUCTION. 

coming to any final conclusion." — ^With such a mode of inves- 
tigation I really think Mr. Arnold himself can scarcely quarrel ; 
and scarcely more, I should conceive, with the principle on 
which I have proceeded to my conclusions. For it appears from 
the Horae that the grounds of there concluding in each case 
on an interpretation, has been uniformly the coincidence, or sup- 
posed coincidence, in all its several requirements, of historic fact 
with the prophetic statement or symbol. And supposing the co- 
incidence that I speak of proved in respect of a prophecy of many 
particulars, and not of one such prophecy only, but of a conti- 
nuous series of prophecies, he would surely not be prepared to 
assert that such coincidence was but the result of chance. — It 
seems clear to me that the strength of Mr, Arnold's objections 
must be considered to be rather against my tise and application of 
the interpretatory plan and principle, than against the principle 
itself. For, no doubt, an Expositor may have laid down a good 
plan and principle for his investigations and his conclusions, and 
yet may so carry prejudice, unlicensed fancy, carelessness, or a 
want of the necessary learning and discrimination into them, as 
to arrive at results quite erroneous, and such as to merit Mr. 
Arnold's censure of " not standing the tests either of grammatical 
construction, common sense, or the ordinary works of historians." 
Whether such be the case in the Horse is a question only to be 
decided by an examination of the cases on which Mr. Arnold 
grounds his inculpatory charges against it. These are my expo- 
sitions of the three first seals, the two first woes, the witnesses' 
testimony, resurrection, and ascension, the image of the Beast, An- 
tichrist, and the Millennium : — expositions very fairly selected for 
examination, as among the most characteristic ; and which, had Mr. 
Arnold only added what relates to the Reformation, would have 
formed as complete a list for the testing as could have been 
desired. On each one I shall proceed to meet him. And I am 
mistaken if in every one save the second Seal, — on which Seal I 
neither did full justice in my first edition to my own principle, or to 
the subject, — I say I am mistaken if in every case save this, which 
in my new Edition is completely rectified, Mr. Arnold's inculpatory 
charge will not be found utterly to break down. — It is well that 
we meet on the common ground of viewing the Apocalypse as *' a 
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noble and blessed work of inspiration." ^ It is well too that we 
agree in making appeal to " grammatical construction, common 
sense, and the ordinary (I would rather say, the best and most 
authentic) works of historians." Thus the decision of the ques- 
tion, as between us, will be the easier. 

Before however commencing my reply to Mr. Arnold's specific 
charges and objections, let me premise a word to the Reader on 

the exceeding importance of the question pending between us. 

I- 

For it involves nothing less than this, — ^whether the Papal succes- 
sion and Popedom be, or be not, that which was prefigured by the 
Spirit of God under the awful S3nnbols and titles of the Apocalyp- 
tic Beast, the Man of sin, Antichrist, A question at all times 
momentous ; and now perhaps almost more so than ever. The 
expression of sentiment in our Houses of Parliament in the late 
debates on the Maynooth Bill has strikingly shown this. A 
nobleman eminent for his piety and zeal in the great missionary 
cause, distinctly grounded his vote for the Bill on the (assumed) 
fact of Popery being not antichristian. A prelate of high attain- 
ments and learning quoted with strong approval the saying of the 
late Dr. Arnold, that '* good Protestants and good Christians had 
talked nonsense, and worse than nonsense, about Popery, the 
Beast, and Antichrist." If the exposition proposed in my Horse 
be unimpeachable, — nay if but its commencement be proved, — ^then 
the inference is inevitable that the old Protestant Church of Eng- 
land opinion of the Popedom being the thing prefigured as Anti- 
christ and the Beast, instead of being absurd, is simply true, — 
Proceed we then without further delay to the important inquiry 
before us. 

Section 1. — The First Seal. 

My exposition of the four primary Seals, and more especially of 
the first, claims not only the earUest, but the most particular at- 
tention of the inquirer after truth : it being that, as just before 
intimated, (and Mr. Arnold's observations do not incline me in the 
least to qualify the statement,) on which, if proved, all the rest will 
follow. — The sacred text on which the discussion arises stands thus. 

* Page 60. 
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4 THE FIRST SEAL. 

*' And when He had opened the first seal I beheld, and lo ! a 
white horse, and he that sate on it having a bow : and a crown 
was given unto him ; and he went forth conquering, and that he 
might conquer." 

On which let me first state the view of the figuration presented 
in the Horae, and grounds of the conclusion formed respecting it : 
then state and consider Mr. Arnold's objections. 

1 . The problem then in this opening Apocalyptic symbolization 
was viewed in the Horse as presenting /ve several /?nmary points 
for explanation, in order to the satisfactory solution of the enigma ; 
(for the singular particularity of the emblems in all the four first 
connected visions seemed to forbid the construing them each one 
of any mere abstract idea :) viz. the horse, its colour white, the rider 
designated by a bow, the presentation to him of a crown, (not, 
as elsewhere, a diadem,) and his then going forth conquering, with 
the added words (on which more presently) '* and that he should 
conquer,*' — ^Besides which five points there appeared to be yet two 
other very important ones of a chronological nature, character- 
izing its commencing and its ending epochs. Its commencing 
epoch, as not long after St. John's visions in Patmos : for, after 
a full descriptive sketch of the then state of those seven Asiatic 
Churches to which the apostle addrest his Apocalypse, the revealing 
Angi^l declared, ^* Come up, and I will show thee what is to hap- 
pen after these things ; " a declaration (according to all common- 
sense view of the words) fixing the chronology of the first vision 
of the future to an sera quickly following after the time of St. 
John's seeing the visions, i. e. A. D. 96 or 96 : — ^its ending epoch, 
as one bounded by a quite different sera and order of things ; such 
an sera as to answer to the symbol of the red horse and rider with 
the great sword, the introducer of civil wars, figured in the 
second Seal. Further, in order to a complete solution, this 
also seemed requisite, — ^that the horse, its colour, and its rider in 
the first Seal should be explained on a principle apphcable to 
the homogeneous figurations of the red horse, the black horse, 
and the pale horse, with their respective riders, in the three next 
Seals. 

And to all this, my solution in the Horse professed to have 
answered : — its explanation of symbols being tested alike by 
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Scriptural analogy and classical usage , its asserted facts by 
authentic history. — ^The examples of the ram and the goat, the 
lion, and bear, and leopard, confessedly used to symbolize the 
Babylonian, Persian, and Macedonian powers in Daniel, suggested 
the probability, it was considered, even k priori, of the Apoca- 
l)^tic horse signifying some empire or nation, politically connected 
with Christ's New Testament Church and people, as those 
earlier empires were with the Jews ; — an idea confirmed by the 
circumstance of the Christian Church (the only alternative solution 
for the horse) being never depicted under any such animal S3rmbol 
in the Bible. Which admitted, the empire could scarce be any 
other than Daniel's fourth great empire, the Roman : — a view that 
seemed confirmed by considerations of the fitness of the war- 
horse to designate that nation in its character of the world's great 
martial people ; this being moreover the animal sacred to Mars, 
their reputed Father, and both pictured on some of their ancient 
standard^i, and the device on certain of their coins. And then, 
whereas the white (it was considered) ought to be taken to signify, 
agreeably with its well known classical meaning, a state of happi- 
ness and prosperity, and the boW' bearing rider presented with a 
croum some individual, or rather line and succession, ^ advanced 
to the imperial crown, of whom the bow previously in hand might 
be the previous badge, and under whom the white was to begin and 
continue, and " the going forth conquering and to conquer" also 
to have fulfilment, — ^it was concluded in the Horae, that the 
history of the Imperial line from Nerva to Antoninus Aurelius, 
both inclusive, fulfilled all the conditions of the prophecy. For the 
bow appeared to be a Cretan badge, and Nerva to have been of 
Cretan extraction, and all the four next Emperors to have been 
grafted by continuous adoptions into his family, according to the 
well-known custom of the Roman law, so as together to consti- 
tute the whole a Cretico-Imperial line. And the imperial crown 
or ^e^aifOi (not diadem, which was the badge of later Emperors, 
and as such noted exactly in its order of time in other Apocal}^- 
tic visions) was given to Nerva its head (first of all foreigners by 

' For 80 the analogy of the horns and heads on the symbolic beasts in DaniePs 
visions seemed to suggest ; the horse being here construed, so as those beasts, of a 
people and empire. 
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lineage) on Domitian's assassination, ere the end of the self-same 
year in which St. John saw the Revelation in Patmos. And forthwith 
from that well-defined epoch, there began a period of happiness 
and prosperity to the Roman People, as imexampled as unexpected, 
prolonged through the whole eighty years of the five Emperors ; 
and to which historians the most eminent, it was averred, alike 
ancient and modem, from Tacitus,* the cotemporary of Nerva and 
Trajan, down to our own Gibbon,^ have borne similarly strong 
testimony. Moreover, (according to the Horse) it was a period 
marked at its commencement, by the Emperor Trajan going forth 
conquering, to an extent, and with a splendour, comparable only to 
Alexander's course of triumph : and one during the rest of which, 
whenever wars broke out afterwards, even to the verv end of the 
octagenarian period spoken of, success and victory the most 
decisive resulted. Once more this happy period was terminated 
by the outbreak of civil wars, caused by them that had the power 
of the sword, i. e., the Praetorians and military power : just accor- 
ding to the vision of the second seal, where the horse of the 
83rmbol was figured red, with a rider to whom a great sword was 
given ; and with the explanatory declaration, that this rider was 
'* to take peace from the earth, and that they (the inhabitants) 
should kill one another : "—of which figuration more in the next 
Section. 

2. Such, in brief, was the solution of the first seal, and asserted 
evidence for it, as propounded in the Horee. And now against 
all this, what has Mr. Arnold to object ? Does he overthrow, 
or even controvert the statements there made, either about the 
date of the visions in Patmos, and the almost necessity, from force 
of the revealing angel's language, of the figuration of the first seal 
signifying events that would happen soon after that date,— or about 
the horse and its fitness to symbolize the Roman martial people,^ 

' ** Nunc demom redit animus : et quanquam primo statim beatissimi seculi 
ortu Nerva Caesar res etiam dissociabiles miscuerit, principatum ac libertateni} 
augeatque quotidie felicitatem imperii Nerva Trajanus, &c.** Agric. ii. 1. 

' " If a man were called to fix the period in the history of the world, during 
which the condition of the human race was most happy and prosperous, he would 
without hesitation name that which elapsed from the death of Domitian to the 
accession of Commodus." Gib. i. 126. 

■ I am indebted to the kindness of B. Lewis, Esq. of Cornwall Terrace, for an 
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the white prosperity and happiness, the crown an Emperor, the 
how a Cretan, — or about the historic facts of Nerva's Cretan ex- 
traction, of the adoption of the four succeeding emperors into 
his family, so as to be reckoned as of Nerva's hne, or of the 
extraordinary happiness of the Roman people under them ? Not 
so ; though it is evident indeed from observations at the close 

intimation respecting those coins of the Horae^ with the legends Romano or Roma 
on them, of which I have given engravings in the Horse, that I feel bound in 
fairness to notice here. It is to the effect that these coins are rather Campanian 
or Sicilian coins, than Roman : the type itself shewing this, which exhibits in it 
the elegance of the Magna- Grseciah or Sicilian fisibric ; as well as the device of the 
horse, which is most rare on Roman coins proper. 

On examination I have been convinced of the accuracy of Mr. Lewis^ state- 
ment : — in reference however only to the seven-hilled dtyofRomey as distinct from 
the Roman state. Nothing will better illustrate my distinction and the subject, 
than Pliny's statement, (referred to in my first edition,) as to the four several war- 
standards borne in the Roman armies up to the time of Marius. ** £rat et antea 
aquila prima ciim quatuor aliis. Lupi^ minotauri, equi, aprique singulos ordines 
anteibant.''' Now of these the wol/wa& more peculiarly the device of the seven- 
hilled Roman city ; the eagle was, I believe, originally an Etntscaw device ; the 
boar Apulian ; the minotaur and the horse, Campanian. When the Roman state 
had absorbed those different Italian states, one after another, into itself^ so as 
that they formed one people, their devices were adopted, and alike made stan- 
dards of the Roman nation. Such was the case at the time of the Punic wars ; 
in the course of which the coins I have given were probably struck. And as the 
Campanian horse was adopted as a Roman standard, so the stamping the horse on 
the Campanian coins (coins struck after Roman incorporation of the province by 
officers of the Roman mint) with the word Romano, seems to have been meant 
as a sign, not of subjugation, but adoption. 

Such I believe to be the true intent of the Romano and Roma on the coins in 
question. At any rate the other fiicts that I have also noticed in the Horse, first 
of the horse being the animal of war sacred to Mars, the reputed fether of the 
Romans, and as such annually sacrificed to him in solemn festival, secondly, 
of the horse having been anciently one of the Roman standards, fully prove the 
propriety of that device to signify the Roman nation in its character of the 
greatest martial people in the world. Let me only add firom Tacitus ( Annal. xv. 
7) an incidental historical notice, showing further how still under the empire and 
emperors the horse symbol, with certain adjuncts attendant just such as in the 
Apocalyptic vision, was understood by Romans themselves of Romans. Speaking 
of Psetus' passage over the Euphrates against the Parthians, in the reign of Nero, 
he says that it took place " tristi omine : nam in transgressu Euphratis, quem 
ponte transmittebat, null& palam causd turbatus equus qui considaria insignia 
gestabat retro evasit." That is, the retiring back of the horse that bore the con- 
sular insignia was interpreted to betoken the retreat of the Roman army and its 
consul. 
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of his Pamphlet, (on which I shall have to remark afterwards,) that 
he would himself construe the chronology of the first seal quite 
differently. But, after a passing sneer * at the Cretan bow, and 
Nervals Cretan extraction, as " one of those little coincidences 
which should be regarded as snares by a cautious interpreter," 
he fixes on the one single brief prophetic statement, ** and that 
he should conquer,** as the fittest ground on which to do battle 
against the interpretation in the Horse : construes it as requiring 
that all of the line intended by the rider should have a continuous 
career of war and victory throughout the SeaVs whole period ; 
and contrasts with this the historic fact, that Nerva's, Adrian's, 
and the earlier Antoninus' reigns, were reigns for the most part of 
peace, as one sufficient of itself to overthrow my solution of the 
first Seal. 

Thus here, at the very commencement of his work, we see exem- 
plified what I must beg to call its eminently uncritical character : 
using his own word, so as defined at my first page, in that highest 
sense in which I suppose Mr. A. himself to have also used it : 
viz. as dealing not merely with grammatical and phraseological 
niceties, but evidence generally ; and so dealing with it, as would a 
KfiTfiq or Judge, in his summing up, contradistinctively to an ex 
parte Advocate, Has my reader had opportunities of attending 
in our Courts of Justice ? If so, he will well understand the 
force of the distinction : — ^the Advocate, with the object of 
damaging his opponent's cause, where he cannot controvert any 
strong proffered evidence, passing it in silence, or making light of, 
or misrepresenting it ; and, if there seem any one more assailable 
point, however inferior in importance, urging and exaggerating 
it : the Judge, with his object of sifting out the truth, candidly, 
comprehensively, and discriminatingly reviewing and comparing the 
whole evidence. — Is it the case, that all these points of the date, 
the horse, the white, the bow, the crown-^ving, and, as regards 
the long reign of Trajan at the commencement of the period, the 
going forth conquering too, suit my solution, not to add the fact 
also of civil war following at its close ; and would an English 
Judge, — ^would any sensible person, critically and judicially pro^ 
nouncing on the question between us, pass it all over without the 
* Such is the character stamped on the remark bj its context. 
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slightest acknowledgment of its weight so far on that side, and only 
a sneer at one very remarkable point of evidence, which the 
objector admits in effect that he cannot confute ? Rather would he 
not (the critical adjudicator) with such a mass of the circumstan- 
tialities of the case all tending one way, be inclined to pause on 
the single one that might possibly have seemed to him at first 
sight to tend the other ; and carefully, in association with the 
context, consider whether it too might not have a solution in har- 
mony with, not opposition to, the rest ? This, however, Mr. 
Arnold has not done : and as to the clause in question, having 
scarcely touched on it in the Horae, it may be well that I here 
supply both his omission respecting it, and my own. 

" He went forth conquering, and that he should conquer : " — he, 
i. e. (according to my explanation) the Imperial line or succes- 
sion that the rider represented. Now does the latter clause of 
this sentence mean necessarily that the party represented should 
not only, from soon after the time of receiving the crown, " go 
forth conquering," but also continue throughout the whole period 
of the Seal, warring and conquering ; ^ insomuch, that any pro- 
longed period of peace in the sera supposed to be referred to, 
after the first course of conquest, should be (as Mr. Arnold 
would have it) a contravention of the prophetic intimation ? ^ Why, 
surely the thought might have suggested itself. If so, how 
could the symbolic horse be white throughout it ? For the colour 
white is one signifying prosperity and happiness ; (the contrary 
to the black of the third horse, which of course, as says Mr. 

* *^ Can it be said that ail the Emperors from Nerva to Marcus Aurelius went 
forth conquering, and in order that they might conquer ? that the crown of victory * 
was as it were the destined crown of them aU ? and that the arrows of them aU fell 
thick and fierce on the ranks of their enemies ? '"* Arnold, p. 2. 

' '* Mr. E. refers us to Gibbon : but strange to say, this historian says nothing of 
an era of conquest, but of the happy and prosperous condition of the human race. 
Indeed it is amusing to run oyer some of the contents of the historian^s paragraphs, 
in the chapters to which Mr. E. invites our attention. Such are : ' Conquests of 
Trajan in the East resigned (I) by his successor Hadrian.* *• Pacific (!) system 
of Hadrian and the two Antonines.'' * Defensive wars of Marcus Antoninus."^ * lb. 



* To make his case better, Mr. A. 
would represent the crown as not (at the 
time referred to) an ex officio badge of 



the reigning Emperor^ but only of 
victory, I need not say how incor- 
rectly. 
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Arnold,^ implies distress and mourning :) and, again to borrow 
Mr. Arnold's words,^ " An age of conquest " (so prolonged) 
" would be no age of happiness and prosperity." Hence it was 
one of the usual requirements for the grant of a Roman triumph 
(in which literal white horses were sometimes used) that the pro- 
vince should have been reduced to a state oi peace; so. as to 
permit of the army's withdrawal to share in the triumphal pro- 
gress, and of the people's enjojrment of the result. In fact, that 
peace was to be one main constituent of the happiness of the aera 
of the first Seal, is expressly implied in the second Seal : (I beg 
the Reader's particular attention to this point :) it being said on 
its opening, that ** peace, (evidently the previously existing 
peace)^ was then at length taken from the earth." — ^May we not 
then attach a sense to the clause in question, which shall not be con- 
tradictory to, but harmonize with, both the white of the horse in 
the first Seal, and the notice of peace as flourishing under it, given 
in the second ? Assuredly we may. "He went forth conquer- 
ing :" — ^this was the imperial rider's earliest destiny. And it was 
also his destiny, that " conquer he still should," whenever and 
wherever afterwards called into war. — Such, I wiU venture to say, 
may be the sense of the clause ; a sense consistent with all the con- 
text. And with the clause, so explained, just as with all the other 
particulars of the first Seal's prophecy, the history of the Cretico- 
Imperial line, from Nerva to the second Antonine inclusive, com- 
pletely taUies. After Nerva' s brief reign of but a year and four 
months,^ in which was fulfilled the Cretan bow-bearer's receiving 
the crown, and commencement of the white to the Roman nation, 
the Emperor Trajan, (Nerva's adopted son and successor,) as 
early as the fourth year of his reign, and thus within five from the 
date of the Patmos visions, went forth on his marvellous career 
of conquests : conquests so marvellous and decisive, that the 
result was the rapid pacification of each conquered province, 
and insurance to his country not merely of the glory of his 
exploits, but of that long and happy peace of the two reigns follow- 

^ Page 8. ■ Page 2. ■ -njv ^ipri\vnv. 

* " The first of them Nerva himself went forth to no conquest." Arnold, p. 3. 
Bat Mr. A. does not say that Nervals reign was one of less than a year and a 
half. 
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ing, on which Mr. Arnold (so unhappily for his purpose) has 
dilated ; — a peace which both the white of the symbohc horse, and 
tenor also of the words of the second Seal seemed to require. — 
During which peace, if Adrian resigned some of Trajan's new con- 
quered provinces, (as Mr. Arnold further objects on this same 
head,) it was not from compulsion, but from pohcy : hke the mighty 
ocean, says Montesquieu, retiring of its own accord from the over- 
fulness of the high tide within the limits of the low.^ Or again, 
if he made presents to the frontier barbarians, and took them in 
pay, it was done (as Gibbon justly represents it) ^ in a manner in no 
wise derogatory to the majesty and supremacy of Rome. Witness 
in proof the repeated applications to the Roman Emperors, from the 
barbarians of both the Northern and Eastern frontiers, during all 
thisprolonged period of peace, for the appointment of their Kings.^ — 
Afterwards, in every case of war breaking out again, the conquering 
destiny of the Cretico-Imperial line became manifest. So under 
Adrian, when the Jewish war broke out, to the cost of that unhappy 
nation. So again, on a yet larger scale, (as Mr. Arnold fully 
allows,) when the Quadi, Marcomanni, and Parthians raised war 
against the second Antonine. — ^And still all through, by confession, 
as before said, of the best historians, from Nerva's accession even 
to the death of the second Antonine, the white of the sjnnboUc 
horse, or general happiness and prosperity of the Roman people, 
continued unbroken. 

Does Mr. Arnold, notwithsts^ding what has been said, still cling 
to his one main point of objection ; i. e. to the view of the tva vtKvjffvj 
propounded in his remarks, as a clause necessarily requiring a 
continuous career of uninterrupted conquest in him whom the rider 
represented, from the time of his first going forth conquering, 
and so onward, — ^then I must beg further to use the argumentum 

^ '^ Adrian abandonna lesconqudtes de Trajan ; (i. e. except Dacia ;) et boma 
Tempire h PEuphrate : et il est admirable qu^ apres tant de guerres les Romains 
n^eurent perdu gtte ce qu'tU avoient voulu quitter; comme la mer, qui n^est 
moins etendue que lore qu^elle se retire d'elle mSme.^* Chap. xt. 

* " By every honourable expedient they invited the friendship of the barba> 
rians ; and endeavoured to convince mankind that the Roman power, raised 
above the temptation of conquest, was actuated only by the lore of order and 
justice.** Gibbon. 

^ I have in my Horse referred to Spanheim on this point. 
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ad hominem, and ask him to apply it to his own exposition of the 
Seal. It is pretty clear, from what he has stated elsewhere, 
that, like the rest of the faturists, he would explain the rider of 
Christ going forth openly to conquest near the time of his second 
advent. Indeed he is shut up hy his system, I may say, to this 
explanation. Of course then, from that time forth, according to 
Mr. Arnold, his conquests ought to be manifestly and uninter- 
ruptedly continuous, and his enemies thenceforth prostrate and 
subjugated to Him. Yet, what says the Apocalypse in its fifth 
Seal, of the state of his saints during the Seals preceding ? 
" Lord, how long dost thou not avenge our blood on them that 
dwell on the earth ? " The visible triumph of Christ had not 
even then begun. — If I mistake not, Mr. Arnold sadly over- 
looked the dilemma to which he was reducing himself and his friends 
of the futurist school of expositors, when he took up this clause, 
so explained as he has stated it, as the fittest battle-groimd of 
attack on the exposition of the first Seal given in the Horae. 



Section 2. — The Second and Third Seals. 

I. The Second Seal. 

"And when he had opened the second seal behold another 
horse that was red : and power was given to him that sate there- 
on to take peace from the earth, and that they should kill one 
another : and there was given unto him a great sword.'' 

In my first Edition of the Horse the rider in this case was ex- 
plained as the representative of the Roman Pratorian Prefects, 
who used to receive a sword from the Emperor on appointment to 
their office : and to whom, and the Praetorians commanded by 
them, I attributed principally those civil wars and that bloodshed, 
which, commencing with the murder of Commodus, (son to the 
second Antonine,) continued, with the partial intermissions of 
much of the reigns of the two Severi, for years afterwards ; and 
involved in it the massacre of not less than ten or twelve Em- 
perors. In illustration, and for historical authority, I quoted Gib- 
bon's saying; " The licentious fury of the Prsetorian guards was the 
first cause and symptom of the decline of the Roman Empire." 
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Mr. Arnold objects to me here three things : — 1. that though 
some Praetorian Prefects took part in the civil wars and bloodshed 
of the sera referred to, others took a different and even contrary 
part : — 2. that the sword given by the Emperor to the Prsetorian 
Prefects on appointment to office was not a military but a dvil 
badge ; indicating the judicial power therewith entrusted to 
them, " not as military commanders of the Praetorian guard, but 
as the head of the Imperial consistory : " — 3. that the inter- 
missions of the two reigns of Septimius and Alexander Severus 
occupied not less than thirty-one years out of the fifty-eight. 

1 . And, turning first to Mr. Arnold's primary objection^ let me 
once admit that there is a measure of reason in it, and a partial 
foundation in historic fact. The civil wars and bloodshed of the 
period embraced by the second Seal, so as explained in my 
Horae, were owing in part, but still only in part, to the Praetorian 
Prefects : for they originated in several cases from the Generals 
of the great Provincial armies ; in others from the soldiery inde- 
pendent of their Prefects and Generals. I was in fact misled by 
a remark of Montesquieu,' to regard the Praetorian Prefects of the 
time too prominently and exclusively as the one causal agency. 
The incorrectness struck me soon after the publication of my 
first Edition : and indeed I suggested it nearly a year since in 
a letter to R. D. a well-known correspondent of the Dublin 
Christian Examiner, as a reason, in conjunction with one or two 
other incorrectnesses in my first Edition, why it might have been 
well for him to defer an intended review of the Horae till the pub- 
lication of the second ; in which second Edition the errors would 
stand corrected. — ^For in the mean while I had been examining 
whether in Roman use, as in natural propriety, the s3rmbol of the 
sword-giving had not a larger meaning than I had assigned it : a 
meaning such as to designate not the Praetorian Prefects alone, 
but other Grenerals, and the military prof ession generally ; and con- 
sequently such as to make the correspondence complete between 
the Apocalyptic figuration as to the causal agency of the civil wars 
of the second Seal, and the historic record as to the various 

* *' Lea Prefets du Praioire^ qui pour le pouvoir et pour les fonctions etoient 
k peu pres comme lee Grands V Isirs de ces terns 14, et/aisoient cL leur gri massacrer 
les empereurs, pour se mettre en leur place." Ch. xvii. 
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military originators of the civil wars of the period in question. 
And what I expected, I found. 

For 1st, it appeared from a passage in the historian Dion 
Cassius,^ that as the solemn investiture with the sword-hadge within 
the walls of Rome by the Emperor designated (as I had stated) a 
man's appointment to the office of Pratorian Prefect, so his solemn 
investiture with the sword (conjointly with the General's cloak) 
without the city walls, designated a man's appointment to the 
office of Imperial Lieutenant : i. e. of miUtary commander in the 
frontier Provinces, where the chief legionary force were stationed ; 
provinces which by Augustus' arrangement came under the juris- 
diction and appointment, not of the Senate, but the Emperor. — 
Yet further it appeared from a passage in Statins (a well-known 
Poet of the reign of Domitian, and consequently the cotemporary 
of St. John when in Patmos) that the phrase to present a man with 
a sword was one figuratively used at that time in common parlance 
in the sense of giving him a commission in the army, or making him 
a soldier,^ — So that in fact the designative badge of the rider of 
the red horse in the Apocalyptic figuration proved to be one of 
much larger significancy than stated in my first edition of the Horse ; 
it being the characteristic of all that had military use or power of 
the sword, just as Gibbon, the unconscious Apocalyptic illustrator, 
at the opening of his chapter on this self-same subject and sera* 
very remarkably applies the figure : i. e. of the whole military 

' I copy from the Note in my second edition. 

In his 53rd Book Dion Cassias, in giving an account oi Augustus' arrangement 
about the Provinces, both those which were to have aySviroras, Proconsuls^ 
appointed by the Senate, and those which were to have eaniTparriyeSf or 
ProprcBtors, appointed by the Emperor, speaks of the latter as rriv re rfwruoriiciiv 
ToXriv (popowras, km | < o 5, oh yt kcu t par i oar as 9iKaiwaai 
e^crty, txovras* whereas the former were neither |i0os wapalcoyyvfityovs, nor 
TparwTiKif ta9rrn xp«A*«»'owj' adding, AAXy 7€ ovSci'i, owre avOtnrartp ourt ayri- 
^parriy<p, ovrt cwtTpowy, ^ufy/j^optiy HiSorai, <f (ati koi vpvrmTy\v rtya awoicrtiyai 
e^eivai ytvo/iiTai, 

■ Felix, qui magno jam nunc sub prseside juras, 
Cuique sacer primum tradit Oermanieus ensem. 
Silv. V. 177. — This was addressed to the young Crispinus, on Domitian (called 
here Oermanieus) giving him his first commission in the army. So previously in 
verse J 65, 

qui aquilas tibi nunc et castra recludit. 
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body in general ; ^ and, in particular, of those that received the most 
solemn investiture with the sword, viz. the Imperial Lieutenants 
and Pr€Btorian Prefects. 

Thus explained, and in its real comprehensiveness of meaning, 
Mr. Arnold will not, I feel persuaded, dispute its answering to the 
whole causal agency of the civil wars and bloodshed of the half 
century from Commodus to Decius : — of their commencement, as 
made by Lsetus the Praetorian Prefect, who himself conspired to as- 
sassinate Commodus, and then stirred up the Praetorians to the as- 
sassination of Pertinax : of their continuance, as by the three chief 
Imperial Lieutenants, Severus, Niger, and Albinus, who on the 
theatre of the great Roman world for four years contested the 
empire ;— of their renewal, (after a primary intermission under 
Septimius Severus,) as by Macrinus the Praetorian Prefect's as- 
sassination of Severus' son Caracalla, and soon after the seditious 
soldiery's murder first of Macrinus, afterwards of Macrinus' suc- 
cessor Elagabalus : — ^further (after a second partial intermission 
under Alexander Severus) of their second renewal, as by Maximin 
and the mutinying army's massacre of Alexander Severus, and 
their perpetuation by the soldiery and the Praetorians murdering 
respectively Maximin at Aquileia, and at Rome the two rival Em- 
perors Maximus and Balbinus ; not to note the deaths in battle 
and by suicide of the Gordians, father and son, in the political 
revolution and civil strife at Carthage : — and so on to the younger 
Gordian's assassination by the Praetorian Prefect Philip, and Phihp's 
by the Imperial Lieutenant Decius ; events followed, after no long 
interval, by the civil wars and bloodshed of the so called thirty 
tyrants, or mititary usurpers. AH this, I say, Mr. Arnold, I feel 
sure, will not dispute : and consequently the correspondence of 
historic fact with the Apocalyptic symbol of the sword-bearing 
rider of the red horse ; in reference to the causal agency of the civil 
wars and bloodshed of the half-century and more now in question. 

2. But, says Mr. Arnold, with the Praetorian Prefects the sword 

* *' The potoer of the sword is more sensibly felt in an extensive monarchy than 
a small community.** Gibb. i. 167. This is the commencing sentence of his 
Chapter t ; and introductory to his notice of the sale ftf the Empire by the Ptcb- 
torian guards^ and with reference to their now commencing despotism over the 
Empire. 
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given them was a badge of civil and judicial, not military authority ; 
and consequently inapplicable (if I rightly understand him) to 
what they did, in promotion of the civil wars of this period, in 
their character of military factionists and usurpers* To this his 
second objection, Dion Cassius, in the very illustrative passage 
already cited by me, gives the answer. The sword-badge, he tells 
us, with which the Imperial lieutenants under Augustus' arrange- 
ment were invested, designated the power delegated to them by 
the Emperor over the lives, not of citizens, but of the soldiery of 
their respective provincial governments : the Emperor jealously 
withholding that power from governors of Senatorial appointment. 
The same held in regard of the Pratorian Prefects, and sword pre- 
sented to them, as chief Generals of the soldiery at Rome, and 
for 100 miles round it : the axe and fasces still remaining under 
Augustus, and for some time after him, the badge of mere civil 
judicial authority. It was only by degrees (though indeed by 
natural and almost unavoidable consequence, under an Imperial 
and military government) that this military judicial power came 
to encroach on the civil : its first great advance to this being, I 
believe^ as Mr. A. states the case from Niehbuhr, under Adrian ; 
its progress such as at length almost to supersede other courts. Not 
so however as to cancel the Praetorian Prefects' original and essen- 
tial military character. Their place was with the Praetorian 
Guards away from Rome, in any foreign campaigning that the 
Guards took part in ; as well as at Rome more generally, when the 
Guards were there in their usual camp on the Quirinal. Witness 
the examples of the Prefects Misitheus and Philip, when the Prae- 
torian Guards were with the third Gordian in his campaign beyond 
the Euphrates. It was Constantine that first, by a new regula- 
tion, denuded the office of all mihtary power ; and constituted 
the Praetorian Prefects mere civil functionaries.^ 

3. Finally, as to the intermissions of the reigns of the two Severi, 
which Mr. Arnold objects in the third place to my solution of the 
second Seal, as constituting, he says, thirty-one years of internal 
peace out of the professed fifty-eight years of civil war and dis- 
cord, — I have to answer as follows. 1. That Mr. Arnold is a 

' So Gibbon, iii. 42, as also Tillemont and Montesquieu. 
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little too large in his estimate of the years of exception. For to 
make them out thirty-one it needs that he include the whole of the 
reign of ihe first Severus/as well as the whole of the reign of the 
second Severus : — ^whereas the former did not terminate the civil 
wars on which his throne was established till the overthrow of 
Albinus, four years after his first assumption of the Imperial 
crown ; and indeed Mr. Arnold himself only represents hb reign aa 
** excellent and mild," from ** after the time when he thus obtained 
the undisputed possession of the empire."^ — 2. As to this re- 
mainder of his reign it is Gibbon's statement, that " although the 
wounds of civil war appeared completely healed, yet its mortal 
poison still lurked in the vitals of the constitution." 2 This 
statement he illustrates by depicting the then increased licen- 
tiousness of the soldiery, very much in consequence of Severus' 
indulgence to its covetousness and ambition : a fact confessed in 
a letter of Severus himself ; ^ and which Montesquieu also notes 
(in marked contrast to the different management of the soldiery by 
Adrian ^) as the preparative for all the military excesses, usurpa- 
tions, and revolutions that followed afterwards. So that the^r^o^ 
sword of the rider of the red horse was now being made in fact, for 
each purpose of civil war and bloodshed, yet greater.* Besides 
which we read, in the midst of the most tranquil part of S. 
Severus' reign, of the Praetorian Prefect Plautian plotting against 

» Arnold p. 7. « i. 198. ^ lb. 199. 

^ '* Des denx grands empereurs, Adrien et Severe, l^m etablit la discipline 
militaire, et Paatre la relacha. Les effets repondirent aux causes. Les regnes qui 
suivirent celui d' Adrien furent heureux et tranquilles : apres Severe on vit regner 
totttes les horreurs." Grand, et Decad. Ch. xvi. He notes in addition Severus' 
dying exhortation to Caracalla, ^^ d'enrichir les gens de guerre, et de ne s'embar- 
rasser des autres.'' 

^ Mr. Arnold twice, at p. 6 of his Pamphlet, alludes in ironical phrase to the 
difference between the " great sword " in the Apocalyptic symbol, and the small 
sword of the Praetorian Prefect in real life. " One of those to whom had been 
given the great [short] sword (!)." I give the brackets and note of admiration, 
as printed by him. Does Mr. Arnold mean by this to deny that in symbol an un- 
natural size is ascribed to that which, remaining the usual size in those symbolized, 
is yet put to an unnatural and exaggerated use ? Let me take an example from 
his old friend Sophocles; Antig. 127. Zcvs yap /a €y a Kris yXaffffris 
KOfiirovs *uirfp€x9aipti. Would he deem his irony of brackets and interrogations 
here suitable : — " the iarpe [liitle'\ mouth (!) of the men Jupiter would humble ? " 

C 
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him ; and only being denounced by a hired assassin just in time to 
save the Emperor's life, and avert for the time civil revolution 
and war*. — ^Then as to the younger Severus' reign, the very mur- 
der of the virtuous Praetorian Prefect Ulpian by the licentious 
soldiery, to which Mr. Arnold alludes as a fact against me, be- 
comes (after the explanation ^ven of the real and large intent of 
the sword-badge in the vision) a fact corroborative of my re- 
vised explanation. Nor was it by any means the only one during 
the reign of that virtuous but unhappy Prince which proved that 
the illegitimate power of the sword was then, as before, predomi- 
nant.^ — Thus Mr. Arnold's thirty-one years of exception, already 
reduced to twenty-seven, become still further reduced ; and the 
exceptions urged by him prove to be but partial. And on the 
whole, having spoken in my first edition of the Horse, of the sixty 
years from Commodus as " an sera of civil war and bloodshed 
unparalleled in the world's history," I do not see reason from 
these exceptions (especially as including the civil wars after Decius, 
till the Roman horse was dissolved,) to recall my statement. I 
wait before doing so for Mr. Arnold's offering me some other sex- 
agenarian period to exceed, or even compete with it, in the character- 
istic in question : — some one where there were more or as many 
military revolutions and civil wars, more or as many massacres of 
Emperors, all arising out of the ambition, license, and revolt of the 
military and its generals :— and consequently (even without refer- 
ence to the all-important additional fact of the prophec3r'8 chrono- 
logical position) one more fully answering to the Apocalyptic pre- 
figuration of the second Seal. 

I proceed now to 

II. The Third Seal. 

" And when he had opened the third Seal I beheld, and lo ! a 
black horse ; and he that sate on him had a pair of balances in 
his hand. And I heard a voice in the midst of the four living 
creatines say, A choenix of wheat for a denarius, and three 

* So Herodian und AmmianuB Marcelliniis. Dion thinks it to have been a fic- 
titious conspiracy, feigned by Caracalla, in order to the rain of Plautian. But, 
as Tillemont observes, there does not seem reason for Dion^s doubt. 

' See Tillemont^s accurate sketch of the reign. 
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choenixes of barley for a denarius ; and see thou hurt not (or, 
wrong not in regard tqj the oil and the wine." 

The Horse expounds the rider here as the representative of 
Roman Provincial Administrators: functionaries wont to strike 
coins with the device of a balance, in token of their prof est equity 
of administration ; and, in order to ensure it, charged by voice of 
the law (which voice was by heathens themselves, as wdl as Jews 
and Christians, recognized as proceeding from the throne of God) 
both generally to do no injustice in their administration, and par- 
ticularly 'to have respect to the equitable stated price of com, 
wine, and oil, in their dealing with them as articles of taxation : 
but who, especially from after a celebrated edict of Caracalla, 
following some twenty years after the first outbreak of the civil 
wars and bloodshed of the second Seal, did too generally violate 
both tJie law's cautionary charges and their own professions, and 
oppressed, and so darkened with Stress and mourning, the 
Roman world. — ^In proof of the historical propriety at this point of 
time of such a S3anbolization^ I abstracted from Gibbon ; who 
pauses at some length, when arrived at this precise epoch, to ex- 
plain the sdfsame cause of impoverishment and distress, as then 
with marked aggravations commencing to oppress the Roman 
people. And in proof of the warrantableness of my explanation 
of two points most (Ascure in the details of the sjrmbdl, viz. — ^the 
size of Ike chcenix, and the market-price at the time of the Patmos 
viaons of wheat and barley, — ^1 gave extracts from the Roman 
authors Pliny and Fannius Rhemnius. 

And to all this what Mr, Arnold's objections ? Does he dispute 
what I say of the dassical significancy of the symbols, or the accu- 
racy of my stated facts ? By no means. But he. condescends to 
what really deserve to be called mere nibblings of criticism ; such 
indeed as could scarce be expected from a Fellow of that noble and 
large-minded College with which his name is associated. 

1. He contests not the fieu^ that one of the ancient choenixes 
(the same that was more especially the Roman chcenix) was of the 
capacity stated by me ; or that, if such the choenix, then the price 
named in the voice from the throne for the wheat and the barley 
was an equitalde price in the time of St. John at Patmos. 
Indeed he expressly admits it ; and adds the authority of Galen 

c 2 
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in evidence as to the chcenix, and the opinion of Col. Leake as to 
the ^nc^ of corn at the time I speak of.^ Yet, strange to say, 
he afterwards thus states hb objection against my view of the 
Apocal3rptic choenix. "It is against the authority of the two 
most recent Latin Lexicographers Freund and Greorges, and two 
most recent Greek Lexicons, that of Scott and Liddell in this 
country, and Pape's in Germany ; as well as against that of Bock 
and Arnold." The authority of these dictionary compilers ! Can 
Mr. Arnold really mean that the fact of their having carelessly* 
or otherwise through mistake, omitted to notice what he admits 
to be undoubtedly one value of the ancient choenix, is a reason, 
not for censuring them for the omission,^ but censuring him 
who seeks and states the truth, independently of, or against 
them? — ^As to the ground of my preference of this particular 
value of the chcenix to that which Mr. Arnold would prefer, the 
twofold answer has been already given in the Horse ; viz., first, 
that this, being the choenix most in use at Rome, seems best to 
agree with the general Roman character of the symbol ; the horse 
being (if my view be correct) Roman, and at any rate the coin 
in which the price is expressed (let the reader mark this) the 
Roman denarius, not the Greek equivalent drachma r secondly, 
and chiefly, that it seems essential to a consistent explanation of 
the whole figuration ; a smaller value of the chcenix making the 
price of the wheat and barley specified a scarcity price, and con- 
sequently (as its advocates judge) the rider of the horse some 
impersonation or agency causing the scarcity : which character 
of the rider, however consistent with the horse's colour under 
him, (i. e. black, the hue of mourning and distress,) seems little 
consistent either with his holding the balance, the symbol of equity, 
or the charge given him not to injure or do wrong. Let Mr. 



^ In the passage referred to in Col. Leakeys Tour in Asia, I see he. gives an 
ancient Greek inscription, found in a city of Caria, and of the time, as he thinks, of 
the great Theodosius ; defining the price of com in denarii at a much higher rate 
than that here specified, on the hypothesis of the choenix of Oalen and Fannius 
Khemnius being meant. And he accounts for it by supposing the weight and 
value of the denarius to have been diminished under the Constantinian Emperors. 

' The first of Latin Lexicographers, Facdolati^ gives the meaning I have 
preferred : indeed it is the only one given by him. 
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Arnold but teat the explanation which his view of the choenix 
involves by this experimentum crucU : and he will then be better 
prepared to acknowledge the sufficiency of the reasons wiiich 
have induced me to prefer that value of the choenix that is advo- 
cated in the Horse. 

2. Mr. Arnold denies not that the voice of the Roman law 
addrest precisely such cautionary charges to the Roman Pro- 
vincial Grovemors against injustice, in respect of the taxable arti- 
cles of produce, viz. wheat, barley, wine, and oil, and such a 
specification of the equitable prices at which to rate them, as we 
find addrest to the rider of the black horse in the Apocalyptic 
symbol, or again that such voice of the law was regarded even 
by the Romans as proceeding, so as in that symbolization, from 
the throne of Divinity. How could he deny it ? Direct autho- 
rities in confirmation were given on those points, as usual in the 
Horse. But, says he, the specifications of price is in form pre- 
cisely the same as that given in 2 Kings vii. 1 : " To-morrow a 
measure of fine flour for a shekel, and two measures of barley 
for a shekel, in the gates of Samaria.'' And hence he would 
have it to be inferred (though he does not commit himself by 
expressly saying so) that the Apocalyptic sentence specifying the 
price of wheat and barley (its scarcity-price according to Mr. 
Arnold) should be construed, like Elisha's sentence about the 
miraculous plenty-price soon to follow after fsunine, as simply 
declarative. But Mr. Arnold does not explain to us how the 
persons addrest with this notice by Elisha could correspond with 
the rider of the black horse, addrest in the Apocalyptic s3rmbol : 
he would find this a little difficult. Nor again does he intimate 
to his readers the feust, that any such accompanying charge as that 
given to the rider of the black horse, against injustice or injury, 
in the matter of wine and oil, was in the case of Elisha' s an- 
nouncement of the termination of the famine in Samaria, alto- 
gether wanting. Surely the want of this reduces to very small 
dimensions Mr. Arnold's case of parallelism : — ^whereas, in the 
parallel case from the Roman law, proposed in the Horse, there is 
the paralleUsm in all points ; alike the mention of the selfsame 
four articles of produce, specification of price, charge against in- 
jury or injustice, and persons addrest : — ^these last being indicated 
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in the Apocalyptic sjnnbol, as in real life, by the badge of the 
balance-be€u*ing with its adjuncts. 

3. But on that little clause addrest to the rider, Opa fjiii 
ahKvia-rii to eXaiov Kai roy o«voy, on which I have hinted the two 
different renderings, " See that thou injure not,*' as Mr. Arnold 
would have it, or " See that thou wrong not in regard to the oil 
and wine," as given in the Horse, my critic assumes a bolder tone ; 
and, instead of admitting the fairness of my translation, and 
gently hinting the possibility of an alternative, thus lays down the 
law directly against me. " These cautionary words cannot have 
the meaning ascribed to them by Mr. Elliott. The accusative of 
a neuter pronoun, or a neuter adjective denoting quantity or num- 
ber indefinitely, might indeed, or rather certainly has, this mean- 
ing ; but any other accusative must be the accusative of the ob- 
ject injured." And thereupon Mr. F. R. B. ** a constant reader'* 
of the British Magazine, peeps out through the broken cloud of 
his initials in its September Number ; and, after expressions of " re- 
gret that so much learning, historical^ grammatical and critical (i. e. 
as in Mr. Arnold's Pamphlet) should be thrown away on so bad 
a cause " as that of the Horse, satisfies himself with the thought 
that after all, when ** a commentator, with the demure look of a 
profound scholar, had offered a new translation of the passage 
because the ordinary and correct reading would not suit his pur- 
pose, it might be desirable that a real scholar should enter the lists, 
and vindicate the insulted laws of grammar and common sense." 
I suspect Mr. Arnold will be somewhat surprised at the extent of 
Mr. F. R. B's. eulogy ; and withal not very vain of it, as coming 
from a eulogist who evidently, indeed confessedly, knows nothing 
of the subject he writes about. ^ And, turning from him, I beg 

' As ^' he had not the Horse Apocalypticse by him," he says p. 242, that he 
knows not whether or not I may have adopted a structure making the Seals 
Trumpets and Vials cotemporaneous. Now if he had even looked at my Chart he 
must have seen this ; and, haying seen it, must have had a strange defect of 
memory to forget it. At the same page he speaks of me as arguing that the rider 
of the white horse meant good Emperors, because the Roman people, under the 
emblem of the horse, were here represented as of the white colour, the odour of 
innooenoe ! And again that I adopt under the 3rd Seal this locus k non lucendo 
course of argument,— that the Roman Procurator holds the balance of equity, be- 
cause unfortunately, though he ought to observe it, he did not !— The most courteous 
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to ask Mr. B. what he says to the following from Euripides* 
Electra, v. 190, cjus $c var^o; vjhwetq Xexi;' and this from Xeno- 
phon's Cyropsedia, iv. 5 ; Tijv ^ay^^ay tijv ea-av €v ry ^farvx^hf 
Kti^viara jkcv i}^)}, €^)}, fA)} ahKCtw [Avi^cya, vcvXciv $e t8( KflMn)Xs( J ri 
(%€( e/car«f vpavtfMy, Was it the damaging of the hed that EHectra 
meant, or Cyrus the breaking or injuring the shambles of the 
market ? ^ Was it not the toronging him whose the bed was, and 
them that in the market, as camp-suttlers, trafficked and sold ? 
Mr. Arnold will see, I think, that he has laid down his law of 
grammar a little too largely and magisterially ; and that the ren- 
dering I propose is rigidly according to precedent and rule. So 
that he must here too shrink back from his direct aggressive step, 
to the simple statement of the possibiUty of the alternative ren- 
dering, '* Injure not the oil and wine," and the implied question. 
Why take the rendering which is the less usual ? To which ques- 
tion there presents itself this ready answer in the clause itself, that 
the subjects of the a^Kta spoken of are not the olive and the mite, 
which an evil elemental agency, such as of drought or blight or 
tempest, might injure: but the manufactured produce ot/ and 
mne;^ as to which latter it seems difficult to conceive what damage 

supposition that can be entertained respecting Mr. F. R. B. is that he has neyer 
seen the work which he writes about. 

' The mention of the icam^Aoi in the second clause of the passage from Xeno* 
phon would explain the first, had there been any room for doubt about it So 
Zeunius in his Index Grsecit. on the passage, renders the oSiicciy ti^ oyopor, 
by vienperefMreeivendmtibua, 

' It is indeed not altogether impossible that the words cXcuoy and otM>f, otZand 
wine, might be used to mean the trees otfruU respectively producing them. But 
such a meaning is veiy rare. Schleusner in his New Testament Lexicon giyes no 
passage in support of such a meaning, but the veiy passage of the text. Nor do I 
know, amidst the multitudes of texts where the words are used in the Septua- 
gint, of any dear case but one where the words can haye that meaning ; yiz. Haggai 
i. 11, ** I will send thee a Uighi on the wine and oil :** where howeyer for Uigld 
the Septuagint has pofi^a, a sword. — In Dent xL 14, where the gathering in of 
oil and wine is spoken of, it may mean not the fimit gathering, but the carrying 
home, from the wine and oil presses in the orchards, of the oil and wine. So the 
Septuagint, ctiroio'eif rov <rtrop 0*8, km top oimov 0*0, icoi ro eXoiov <rov. In 
a similar passage, Jer. xL 10, the yerb avvayayeip is used, with similar ambiguity 
of meaning. — I may add further, that as the wheai and barley of the former clause 
of the text are evidently wheat and barley in their tnarhetahle state, so also ought 
to be the oil and wine of the second clause. 
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&n agent of scarcity or famine might do them. Yet more, there 
is the argument from the context. For supposing my explanation 
of other points in the symbol to be correct, the clause so ren- 
dered as I have done, proves to be the precise voice of the law to 
Provincial Governors; that same law that charged them about 
the price of the wheat and barley. — At the same time let it be 
well understood that the other rendering, though not quite so ap- 
posite and appropriate to my solution of the whole figuration as the 
one given in the Horse, is by no means opposed to it ; while on 
the other hand it little helps to diminish or explain the self-con- 
tradictoriness of the main symbol as interpreted by Mr. Arnold. 
. 4thly and finally comes Mr. Arnold's alternative suggestion 
about the rider. He denies not, he cannot deny, that the several 
circumstantials suit my view of him as the representative of Ro' 
man Provincial administrators : — ^but, says he. Why not just as well 
emperors : seemg that Mr. Elliott allows that emperors too struck 
coins with the balance, in token of the equity of their govern- 
ment, and, adds Mr. Arnold, took their part also in the supply of 
provisions to dififereut cities of the Empire. In support of which 
alternative he observes that the visible representation is here want- 
ing of certain other concomitant devices, such as a Roman mea- 
sure, or ear of wheat, which I had stated that the Provincial Procu- 
rators often struck, together with the balance, as distinctive of their 
office. — But why did not Mr. A. while abstracting these remarks 
of mine from the Horse, notice my further remark that the sim- 
plicity and S3rmmetry of the symbol, which admitted nothing to 
be visibly represented but a horse and horseman, and some badge 
that he might bear in hand or on the head, precluded the visible 
representation of these other emblems ; and that thus they were 
now, with singular skill, audibly noted, but as efiectively, in asso- 
ciation : — a remark (as Mr. Arnold must know) that answers his 
query by anticipation. In case of a portrait of my Critic, would 
it not as distinctly designate the particular Arnold intended, were 
the exhibitor to announce his title and office. Rector of Lyndon, as 
the painting of Ljmdon Church in the back ground of the 
picture ? — ^As to Mr. Arnold's alternative explanation on this 
point, I marvel how a classical scholar could have made it. What ! 
he represent emperors who bore not the distinctive imperial badge 
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of a crown ? And he too who had certam cautionary charges oi 
the law addrest to him : whereas the emperors were» according to 
the maxims of the times, legihus soluti ; i. e. above and indepen- 
deat of aU legal restraints and monitions ? 



So end Mr. Arnold's objections to my solution of the Seals. — 
For, as to the /otcrM Seal's pictured symbol of the livid pale horse 
(the colour, Hippocrates tells us, of dissolution) with the rider 
Death, and notice of his commission to kill on the Apocalyptic 
earth by the four agencies of the sword, famine^ pestilence, and wUd 
beasts, — ^I say as to this, and my explanation of it as signifying that 
sera of mortality that followed some thirty years after Caracalla's 
Edict, which Cyprian's well known treatise *' On the mortality " 
has illustrated, and which Gibbon designates as the " twenty years 
of shame and misfortune, of confusion and calamity, in which the 
ruined empire seemed to approach the last and fatal moment of its 
dissolution," together with note of the tremendous efficacy of the 
three agraicies of the sword, famine, and pestilence in produdng it, 
-—on this, Mr. Arnold has remarked nothing. Perhaps he felt 
the coincidence of prefiguration and history too strong and plainly 
marked, to allow him any satisfaction in dealing with it. Nor 
again has he objected to my solution oiiihe fifth Apocalyptic Seal, 
with its vision of the souls of martyrs under the altar, as one 
prefigurative of the " sera of martyrs " under Diocletian ; an 
sera that foUowed forthwith after the restoration of the Roman 
Empire from its state of imminent dissolution from God's four sore 
judgments, symbolized (as I suppose) under the Seal preceding. 

Which being so, I must beg the reader carefully to mark the 
state in which Mr. Arnold's criticisms have left my exposition 
of the four first Seals. Of ihe first Seal's six prominent points 
of evidence, — ^the date, the horse, the colour white, the causal 
agency as marked by the bow and the crown, and the going forth 
conquering, he touches not, nor even pretends to touch one : his 
only objection being directed against the additional clause ** and 
to conquer,** as if inconsistent with the long peace that under 
Adrian and the Antonines followed Trajan's conquering: how 
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vainly, I need not now repeat. Of the/oicr points of evidence of my 
second Seal, the date, (as following the sera of the first Seal, or 
of the Antonines,) the colour red, the bloodshed indicated that of 
cwU war, the causal agency that of those that bore in hand 
the sword-hadge, his criticisms, (though fieurly enough directed 
against my inadequate explanation of the last point of the four, 
in my first edition of the Horae,) afiect, now that that point has 
been corrected, not one : except, indeed, as regards the fiact 
stated by me in the Horae, and to which the reader will give the 
weight he judges right, that there were partial intermissions of 
the civil wars during much of the reigns of the two Severi. As 
to the third Seal* s five points of evidence, — ^its commencing date, 
the horse's colour black, and causal agency marked by the rider's 
double characteristic of holding a balance, and being addressed 
from the throne with cautionary words against injustice in regard of 
wine and oil, and about the price of wheat and barley, the utter 
futility of his attack by suggestion of possible alternative 
explanations of certain details, which he has not even attempted to 
combine into any rational solution of the whole problem, must 
be abundantly evident. And the fourth and the fifth Seals he has 
past over, as I have observed, unassailed. — Have I not reason 
then to repeat the sentence to which Mr. Arnold has referred 
somewhat derisively ; and to speak " of the conclusive and extra' 
ordinary evidence, with above twenty searching tests to try it, on 
which my interpretation rests of the four first Seals ? " 

Whether Mr. Arnold may be inclined to demur to this, aftei" 
my reply to his criticisms, I know not. But, on the anticipative 
hypothesis of its possibiUty, I will proceed to bring the question 
between us at once to decisive issue, by calling on him to do 
these three things. 

1 . To show, if he can, incorrectnesses in my explanation of the 
symbols, or qpiy statements of historical fiacts, corrected in one 
point, and further fortified and illustrated in others, as this Reply 
to his Remarks exhibits : — ^frankly however, and in the real critical 
spirit of a seeker of truth, not a partizan, admitting their cor- 
rectness specifically and seriatim, where he cannot confute the 
evidence. 

2. To specify any succession of seras in the history of any na? 
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tion but the Roman, that ever existed on the face of the earth, 
to which these symbolic pictures of the four first Seals can be 
made to apply with at all the same exactness ; or indeed any other 
succession of seras in the Roman history itself. 

3. To suggest from imagination, with all the help that classical 
antiquity can fiimish, any four different symboHc pictures, such as 
shall depict the chief seras of the history of the Roman empire 
between St. John's time and that of Diocletian, including its 
grandeur and prosperity at the first, and its progress of decline 
afterwards, with as much simpHcity, truth, philosophic distinctness 
as to cause and effect, and classical propriety, as these four Apo« 
calyptic pictures, so interpreted as in the Horse. 

I quote the above requisitions from a paper in the Dublin Chris« 
tian Examiner of last January, in reply to a critique by the well 
known disciple of the futurist school, R. D., already referred to. 
But thus far no answer has appeared from him, or any other. The 
gauntlet has not been taken up. — I wait to see whether Mr. Ar- 
nold will do what they have not done. K he shrink frt)m it, the 
cause will be dear enough ; that he cannot and dare not. 



Section III.— The Two First Woes. 

My task of replying to Mr. Arnold is here, and on these points, 
very small ; and, I am happy to say, it will be soon despatched. 

1. The First Woe. 

On this first tDoe, and its applicability to the Mahommedan 
Saracens of the seventh century, what was the grand arg^ament 
advanced in the Horse ? Just this common-sense arg^ament, that all 
the great features of the symbol, tested one by one, suited. — ^Viz. 
1st, that alike what was bestial and what was hitman in the pic- 
tured symbol, so suited an Arabian origin, as it could suit no other 
country or people on the face of the earth : its bestial resem* 
blances of the locust, scorpion, horse, lion, being all zoologically 
Arabic ; its human features, with the face as of men, the hair as of 
women, and what looked like crowns on their heads, all also answer- 
ing to the bearded, moustachied, long-haired, turbaned Arabs. 2. 
that these scorpion-locusts were seen to come forth from out of a 
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great mist or smoke, emanating from the pit of the abyss : an emblem 
only explicable of some heresy or false religion of hellish origin, 
associated with those whom the scorpion-locusts symbolized ; and 
precisely answering to the Mahommedan religion just then embraced 
by the Saracen Arabs ; the very spirit of which breathed destruc- 
tion against opposers, and of which they were the fanatic propa- 
gandists : — 3. that the chronology answered : the Apocalyptic 
Woe in question following next in order (at least with but one in- 
tervening vision of forewarning) after the vision of the fourth 
Trumpet ; which vision prefig^ed apparently, with its symbols of 
the darkened luminaries of the Apocalyptic heavens, the echpse 
of the emperors and ruling authorities of the Western Roman 
empire, a consummation effected at the end of the fifth century : — 
4. that the history also suited : these scorpion locusts being 
commissioned agamst " them that had not the seal of God on their 
foreheads" in the Apocalyptic earth, not to kill, but to torment 
them : and the Saracens' attacks being directed against the apos- 
tatized saint and image- worshipping people of Greek Christendom ; 
attacks that mutilated and tremendously scourged the empire, 
though it did not politically destroy it. 

Against all which accumulation of evidence what has Mr. Ar- 
nold to object ? Let the Reader well understand this point : — 
he does not even notice it. Is this according to common-sense : i. e. 
supposing Mr. Arnold's object to be reaUy the discovery of truth ? 
Is it critical, in the high and truest sense of the word ? 

But there remains one other different point on which he thinks 
he can better assail the explanation in the Horae. " It was given 
them that they (who had not God's seal) should be tormented by 
them (the scorpion-locusts) five months.*^ So the prophecy, as to 
the duration of the torment : and again, ** Their power is to in- 
jure {ahK-^a-ai) the men five months,*' The months being of 
thirty days each, the period of their thus aggressively injuring the 
apostates they were sent against^ and tormenting them with tor- 
ment like as of a scorpion, was 150 days ; or, on the year-day 
principle, (a principle on the truth of which more before the end 
of this Pamphlet,) 150 years. What then the period of the Sa- 
nteen plague in its aggressive tormenting character, as a plague on 
Christendom ? And what the commencing and ending epochs ? 
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— 1 State as tiie passible conxmendng epochs four. 1. Tliat 
of Mahomet's eo mc ei vin g the idea of preadung a new rdigion, 
which was about A. D. 606 : 2. that of his first prwatefy pieadi. 
ing it» A. D. 609 : 3. that of his first /M(6/tciy preaching it, 612 : 
4. that of his first imiption into Syria, 629. Of these I preferred 
the third to ihe former two, becaose of its being marked by a 
great jmbUc act : and to the fourth, both because apostate Chris- 
tians in Arabia, and along the Red Sea, sufiered from the Mahome- 
dan fimatidsm long before A. D. 629, and also because it is an 
epoch of commencement agreeing well with a notable epodi of 
termination, (of which more presently,) which the other does not. 
It was then that Mahomet first commissioned his Propagandists. 
" Who win be my disciple ? I, said Ali, O Prophet ! Whosoever 
rises against thee I will dash out his teeth, tear out his eyes, 
break his legs, rip up his belly." On which Mr. Hallam, no in- 
competent or partial judge, thus observes; "These words of 
Mahomef s early and illustrious disciple are as it were a text 
on which the conmientary expands into the whole Saracenic 
history." And the Modem Universal History says, with reference 
to the same epoch : " From 612 Mahomet sought to propagate his 
religion with all his might." From which commencing epoch 
150 years bring us to A. D. 762, the date of the transference of 
the Saracen capital from Damascus far away to Bagdad, the City 
of Peace : — an epoch this last noted alike by Gibbon, HaUam, Mills, 
Dean Waddington, and others, (without any reference of course 
to prophecy,) as that of " the settlement of the Arabs in the coun- 
tries conquered ; " ^ that " after which its princes no more at- 
tained the strength of their predecessors ; " ^ and " war was 
no longer the passion of the Saracens : " ^ that, once again, 
^* which was the commencing epoch of thdr decline." ^ 

Are not these consenting writers such authorities on this ques- 
tion of history as an expositor might fairly deem unimpeachable? 

But says Mr. Arnold as to my commencing epoch, without 
the slightest notice of the remarkable development and expres- 
sion of the propagandist furious scorpion-hke principle of Mahom- 
medism then first announced by AH and Mahomet, or Mr. HaUam's 

* So Dean Waddington. " Hallam. • Gibbon* 

* Mills* History of Mahommedism. 



90 TBS SECOND WOE. 

observation on it, — or the het oi Mahomet's persecnting Chris- 
tians in Arabia before 629, — not to add the parallelism of the 
commencing date of the Scriptural period of the 400 years of 
affliction, (predicted to Abraham's seed,) from Ishmael's mocking 
laugh, as that in which was contained the spirit and germ of the 
cnbsequent persecutions of Grod*s Israel, — ^without any notice I say 
of these points, Mr. Arnold lays it down that the commencing date 
of the 150 years of aggressive Mahommedism cannot be fixed earlier 
than 629, when the first invasion of Syria took place. In regard 
to this I have nothing to add to, or take from, my observations in 
tiie Horae. — ^Again, as to my terminating epoch, A. D. 762, he 
(umilarly passes without the slightest notice the unimpeachable 
testimonies of those historians, including Gibbon and Hallam, which 
I have given in evidence ; and speaks of it as fixed on by me, 
only 08 a convenience ; further noticing (what I have indeed myself 
noticed in the Horse) the subsequent bloody invasions of Asia 
Minor by the Sultan Haroun Al Raschid A. D. 787, which how- 
ever Mr. Arnold omits to say were not aggressive, but in revenge 
of an aggressive attack of his kingdom by the Greek Empress ; — 
and also the invasions of the islands of Crete and Sicily in the 
9th century, detached islands of the Latin and the Greek empire. 
On this point it will be for the ^intelligent and candid reader him- 
self to judge. Only let him not judge of it, so as Mr. Arnold 
has written, as a mere insulated question, and one altogether in- 
dependent of the context ; a context of so many and such remark- 
ably characteristic details. Of the result of his judgment, thus 
largely and comprehensively exercised, I entertain no fear. 

2. The Second Woe. 

This Woe is interpreted by me, as by most English expositors 
since Brightman and. Mede, of the Turks : — ^the four angels 
loosed from Euphrates being viewed as the same four angels of 
the winds that had the original charge given them to desolate the 
Apocalyptic earth ; and whose last previous desolation of it had 
been by the agency of the Mahommedan Saracens of the former 
woe, until bound or restrained on their settlement at Bagdad by 
the Euphrates : — their loosing explained of the issuing forth of 
the Turkish Sultan and army from Bagdad against Greek 
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Christendom, after inveatitare and commission by the Caliph as 
Temporal Lieutenant of Islamism : — and the several most marked 
features of the figured earthly agency of destruction, i.e. of the lumr 
headed horses of the vision, interpreted as follows : — ^viz. the horses, 
the staple of the s3nnbol, as marking the cavalry that formed the 
main strength of the Turkish army ; the horsemen's breast-plates, 
like fire jacinth and sulphur, of the Turkman warriors' vests of red 
blue and yellow, their favourite colours ; the horses' lion^ike 
mouths vomiting fire, smoke and brimstone, by which the third of 
men was to be killed, of the Turkish cannon and gunpowder, just 
then invented, by means of which (more than by any other war- 
like instrumentality) Constantinople was taken, and the Eastern 
third of the Roman Empire (after a tripartition often elsewhere 
noted) overthrown; the horse-tails that serpentlike had heads, 
and with which they injured, or did injustice, of the Pashas 
whose ensign the horsetail was, and whose administration over 
subject Christians has ever been injurious and oppressive almost 
to a proverb : — further the hour, day, month and year, or 396 
days, of the 396 years that precisely elapsed between their com* 
missioning at Bagdad and their capture of Constantinople. 
Against all which, what says Mr. Arnold ? 

1. Says he, as to the four angels loosed, *' It was the express 
caution of Heinrich not to confound them with the fpur angels 
of the winds in Apoc. vii ; the last mentioned being angels of a 
good, the Euphratean angels of an evil nature." — ^But what Hein- 
rich's proof of this their difference of nature ? Precisely none. 
And what Mr. Arnold's proof, in supply of Heinrich's defect ? 
Similarly none. The two quaternions in fact were alike commis- 
sioned to the same office of desolating the Apocalyptic earth ; the 
one and only datum whence to judge of their nature. And, 
whether good or bad, whichever nature be ascribed to the one> 
must by every rule of common sense be ascribed to the other.^ 

2. Says Mr. Arnold, " Mr. Elliott's rendering of the word 
M€fA€V8i, who have been bound, is a great mistake. It should 
be those that are bound.** — ^What great matter were it so ? It 
would in no material way affect my interpretation of the vision. 

^ An ancient gloss explains the symbolic expression as I do : .reading for 

TBS T9ffff€paS a 77 € X 8 S T8$ TWfftpas, avffiss. 
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But, with all respect to Mr. Arnold's more recent grammatical 
studies, I must beg permission to believe, agreeably with the old- 
fashioned way of explaining it, that perfects present of this kind 
have reference both to past and present ; and that the most accu- 
rate rendering of hfhiAevaq is, those that having been bound are 
still bound. Which is all that is needed to justify my inference. 

3. As to the breastplates like as of fire jacinth and brimstone, 
Mr. Arnold asks ; " Did then the Ottomans ever wear scarlet, blue, 
and yellow breastplates ? " — ^To which my reply is. Does Mr. Ar- 
nold mean to assert that the Ottomans did not wear breastplates, 
nor the Seljuks (whom he avoids noticing) before them ; or that 
over the breastplates they did not wear vests of the colors speci- 
fied, such as to strike the beholders' eye ? Of which visible ap" 
pearance the evangelist speaks ; " Thus I saw the horses in 
vision, ty ri] ofa<r€i, and them that sate on them." Mr. Arnold 
must be well aware of this custom of wearing ornamented vests 
over the breastplate with the warriors of the ancient world. ^ I add 
a notice from Mills of the same custom with the Christian 
crusaders.^ And as with them, so it was with the Seljuk Turks 
opposed to them, and the Othmans afterwards. 

4. Of my explanation of i^efire smoke and brimstone, which 
issued from the horses' mouths, Mr. Arnold only says, " Itis not 
very satis&ctory to me." I have therefore here, and on what is 
of the two most characteristic and important points in the visible 
83anbol, nothing to answer. — ^But, 

5. On the other, I mean my explanation of the horsetails, he 
is more decided and strong ; affects the burlesquing style from Mr. 
Maitland, to put the thing (if so it may be) in the ridiculous ; 
and, with apparently some self-satisfaction at his wit, elaborates 
what I think will prove to be only a little dust, wherewith to con- 
fuse, if not his readers, yet himself.' ^ 

' So Herodotus, ix. 22, of the Persian Masistias. Errof 0»pqica e<xc XP*^*^ 
\twi9otTov, KcmrwtpBt tc ra Bufn\Kos KtB»va ^otvuctw €vMvKtt, The 0€^Kts 
were often of linen. So ibid. iii. 47, Bwfnii Xiyeof ^owy cw^oo'ficiwr avxywvi &c* 

' '* The mantle over the armour was the splendid part of a warrior^s dress. It 
was made of cloths of gold and silver, of rich skins, furs of ermine, sables &c.** 
Mills* History of Crusades i. 104. 

' Mr. Arnold has elaborated this passage with so much evident complacency, 
that it is due to him to give it for the reader^s perusal entire. ** Mr. £lliott*« 
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*' For their power (or authority, electa) is in their mouth 
and in their tails; for their tails are like unto serpents, having 
heads, and with them they injure, or do injustice.*' (ahKart.) 
So the sacred text. And, if the lion-like horse-heads in the vision 
indicated chief rulers of the Turkish cavalry, strong and des- 
troying as lions, and the fire, smoke, and hrimstone, issuing from 
the lion-like mouths, certain instrumentalities of destruction vtWd/y 
directed by and associated with those rulers, viz. the artiUery of 
the Othman Turks, — ^was it any thing hut what consistency 
required, to explain the serpent-like heads that terminated the 
horsetails in vision, as symholizing other and perhaps inferior 
Turkish rulers, that would injure and distil venom as serpents, 
and he visiUy associated with something in real life answering to 
the pictured horsetails ? Which admitted, how could it he hut 
that the horsetail standards of the Turkish Pashas should be the 
thing intended ? 

But mark the outburst of Mr. A's reprehension against it ! 
** Unsatisfactory '* to him as was my solution about the horses^ 
heads, and the fire and smoke that issued from them, '* it is as 
nothing," he e»;laims, — absolutely ** as nothing*^ — ^to this of the 
horse-tails. And what then the incomparable absurdity in it, to 
be exposed by Mr. A's just though stem criticism ? I looked 
for the product of the mountain's labour- throes ; and behold 
thwe crept forth only this little mouse-like charge, — that I **use 
the convenient phrase to be associated with, rather than the plain 
have of the Bible." Really I should suppose that if the horse- 
tails had heads at their extremity, they were connected or asso- 
dated with those heads, and the heads with them. In Mr. Arnold's 
own case, may I not presume that his head is on his shoulders, not 

solution is very different : (i.e. from Henrichs' and his own :) * Theiijpower is in 
their tails : (Michaelis, Mr. E. tells us, reads e^eaioi, authorities :) for their tail* 
were like unto serpents, and had heads : i. e. these serpent-like horsetails were 
associated with rulers or governing authorities,^— U we confine ourselves to plain 
terms, refusing to use the conyenient phrase to be associated with, rather than the 
plain have of the Bible, the explanation would seem to be this :— The tails having 
heads means that the tails have governing authorities : and the tails having governing 
authorities means (by simple conversion) that the governing authorities have tails; 
(!) and then all is plain sailing enough. * The ensign of one two or three horse- 
tails marks distinctly the dignity and power of the Turkish Pasha. **' 

D 
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detached like Lord Lo vat's ; and that thus his neck and body not 
only have a head, but are connected with it ? — As for the rest of his 
argument, I fear its wit will all evaporate at the simple touch of 
common sense and truth. My reasoning is not what Mr. Arnold 
states it to be ; " The tails having heads means that the tails have 
governing authorities." When converting one part of the symbol 
into the thing symbolized, my habit is to convert the other. The 
pictured horsetail in vision had connected with it the pictured ser- 
pent-like head in vision. The horsetail ensign in real life, which I 
suppose to answer to the first particular of the symbol, had 
connected with it the governing Pashas, which I suppose to answer 
similarly to the symbol's second particular. 

I must not overlook Mr. Arnold's and his German authorities' 
counter-solution of the enigma in vision. The original of the 
figure, proclaim the triumvirate of Messrs. Wetstein, Heinrichs, 
and Arnold, is to be found in the amphishtsna ; a species of snake 
that has two heads, one at the tail, as weU as the proper head in 
front. — Let me ask then. Was ** the proper head," in front of the 
Apocalyptic animal in symbol, a serpent-like head, like that of Mr. 
A's amphisbsena, as well as the one behind ? Was it not lion-like, 
and thus totally diflferent ? — Further, says Mr. Arnold, the intent 
of the serpent-Hke head depicted behind, and here apparently in- 
sulated from the other, was ** to account for so large a portion of 
mankind being killed by the deadly emission of smoke, fire, and 
brimstone." But how so, when this smoke, fire, and brimstone, 
was only emitted from the Hon-like heads in the front? — Surely the 
solution of Apocalyptic symbols is hardly Mr. Arnold's forte. 

6. Mr. Arnold closes his Critique on my explanation of the 
Second Woe by an exemplification of the ease with which " an in- 
genious maker of Apocalyptic systems may adapt history to the re- 
quirements of his system, by magnifying this and diminishing that, 
throwing his hghts here and his shades there, looking out for 
illustrative passages where illustrations are needed, and neglecting 
to look for them where it would be imdesirable." 

The Hungarian invasion of Western Christendom in the tenth 
century furnishes his example. He transcribes from Gibbon a 
lively description of its horrors ; and, alluding to my frequent 
notice of that historian " as the unconscious interpreter of pro- 
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phecy/' proceeds to show, in proof of ** the absurdity of which 
(he says) I am constantly guilty/' ^ how easily I might have 
quoted Gibbon to prove the accuracy of the Apocalyptic symbols, 
if I had taken this irruption of the Hungarians for the second woe. 
What then does Mr. A. adduce from Gibbon's sketch of the Hun- 
garian invasion, to answer to the second woe's loosing from the 
Euphrates ? What to answer to the fire, smoke, and sulphur of 
the symbol ? What to " the hour, day, month, and year,*' in 
which the slaying of the third part of men (the third apparently 
nearest the Euphrates) was to be accomplished ? Just nothing ! 
The totality of the parallelisms elaborated by him in this his one 
chosen example is as follows : — 1st, and with reference to the 
lion-Uke-heads in the symbol, that Gibbon speaks of the " Hun- 
garian Norman and Saracen " as sometimes quarrelling on ** the 
same ground of desolation, like Homer's two lions over the carcase 
of a mangled stag:" 2. that he describes the Hungarians as 
*' equally formidable in flight or in pursuit ; " a description aptly 
answering to the figure of the serpent-like horse-tails ending in 
heads in the vision, with which heads, it was said, they did injury ! 
Have I not reason to thank Mr. Arnold for thus imintentionally 
adding confirmation to the Horae ; illustrating as he has so clearly, 
not the ease, but the impossibility, of an expositor fairly inferring 
from Gibbon the correspondence with the Apocalyptic symbols of 
any history but the true one ? 



Section IV. — The Witnesses, 

Under this head Mr. Arnold makes two attacks on the Horae : — 
the one against my representation of the Paulikians as Witnesses 
for Christ; — ^the other against my application of the prophecy of the 
resurrection and ascension of Christ' s witnesses, after their slaughter 
by the Beast, to the outburst and establishment of the Reformation. 

1 . The Paulikians, 

And here I must confess to increasingly painful feelings in my 
examination of Mr. Arnold's Pamphlet. I could wish to regard 

* Mr. A. ought to have shown where I have ever built an interpretation on 
Gibbon ^s rhetorical language. I may say; not once. 

D 2 
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Mj opponent iD tlie same Ivnonble cfaancter in wbidi I wish to 
be regarded wofuM^ of a suoere seeker after truth. Alreaify 
tint cbaraeter has eeeoied to be somewhat oomprooiiaed br the 
emiaently tmeriikml naftare, far the most part, of his remarks and 
objectiofM : no cawiid, oomprehenare, discriminating reriew of 
eridenoe there appearing, as br an eqnitaUe Judge ; but partial 
and often ca^iftiovu notices, as br a determined partizan. The 
same is the natore of his remarks here, perhaps yet more strik- 
ingly. His commencement indeed is a profesaion of the utmost 
faimesa. *' No one can blame Mr. Elliott for resolring to mbmte 
and suspect the eril that is reported of the PanKkiana by dieir 
adrersaries/' But, having said this, all himesR is in &ct thrown 
a:way. Citing Gihb<m in support, who on this subject, as on one 
inrc^Ting questions of vital Christianity, that comparatively little 
interested him, has neither made his usual elaborate researdi, nor 
exercised fiilly his usual discrimination,^ — and Gieseler, who has 
shown a want of discriminatum and fairness in his summary of 
evidence not very creditable,^ — ^I say on the strength of these 
two opinions, as if unquestioned and unquestionable, Mr. Arnold 
lays it down as a clear fact, that the Paulikian sectaries were 
" disbelievers of a true birth of our Saviour, and of the truth of 
his human body, believers too in a phantastic crucifixion of Christ, 
and in the eternity of matter ;" and such in morals, that " they 
could not be entirely defended against the reproaches of their 
enemies, that charged them with secret abominations ** of the 

' Gibbon had read the most important original record on the subject, that of 
Petrus Sicoliu, but not that of Photius. He justly observes on the former, '* The 
six capital errors of the Paulikians are defined by Peter Siculus with muck pr^u- 
dies and poittonJ'^ Yet he himself reports these six as their errors, on Peter Siculus* 
authority, without that rigid cross-examination of his different statements that 
under these circumstances was necessary. The list of charges moreover against 
OMCBiiut in Peter Siculus, he omits using as a counter-check to the other ; and 
while very much fairer than their modem assailants, and thus allowing them to 
have ** sincerely condemned the opinions of the Manichsean sect,^^ and been ** sim- 
ple votaries of St. Paul and of Christ,^* was yet so inconsistent with himself 
as to admit the Gnostic and Manichsean heresies charged on them. 

' I have not seen Gieseler*s separate Treatise on the Paulikians, but have the 
brief Section on the subject in his Text Book before me. He there rests on Peter 
Siculus* and Photius* charges in detail, as if indisputable ; and does the same 
evidently in hit separate Treatise, judging from Mr. Amold*s quotation. 
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vilest kind.' And therefore he holds np my representation of 
these sectaries as witnesses for Christ, as a profanation of sacred 
things, ** that cannot too strongly he reprobated. " — Was it then 
on this groundwork of evidence that I so represented them ? 
What win the reader think, when told that there is in the Horse 
a discussion of the whole evidence, abundantly more elaborate 
than either Gibbon or Gieseler appears to have made : and in which 
it was shown, out of the mouths of the accusers themselves, that 
not only was the general charge of Manicheism palpably falsified, 
but fiedsehood stamped on each and every one of these selfisame 
particular accusations ! ^ This discussion, which occupies some 
fifty pages of my Work, from p. 578 to p. 632, and which Mr. 
Arnold must of course have had before him when he wrote, he yet 
no more notices than if it had no existence. It may be that I have 
drawn my conclusions unadvisedly, and with too much of partiality 
to the sectaries in question. My own deliberate belief is that I 
have only so reasoned on the hostile evidence against them, as 
any one of our upright and learned Judges on the Ekiglish Bench 
would have done, were such evidence in a case of defeunation 
brought before them. At any rate it became Mr. Arnold to 
state and to refute my arg^uments, before launching his " reproba- 

^ So Gietelet, quoted by Mr. A. ; who however evidently adopts the itatement 
aahis own. 

' Thus as to the jSr<< charge, that of denying CkrisTs true birih, we find it also 
bitterly charged against them that they asserted '^ the Virgin Mary to have had 
many sons by Joseph after the parturition of Christ.'** So both Peter Siculns and 
Photius. — As to the teeond, of believing in Christ^s phantastiCj or mere imaginary 
crucifixion, we find it also made matter of accusation, that they abominated and 
reviled (instead of adoring^ like the Greek apostatized Church) the wooden 
cross. And why? As an accursed instrument of punishment^ used by wicked 
men : of course with reference to Christ*s actual punishment by crucifixunu 
So Photius and Cedrenus. And Peter Siculus adds of the Paulikian Ge- 
nsesius, that he said, ^* Anathema to them that adore not the cross ; ** mean- 
ing by the cross Christ himself forming it by his extended hands. — ^As to the 
(hird charge of belief in the eternity of matter^ Photius tells us that they believed 
the evil principle to have sprung firom darkness and fire ; and that this fire *' nee 
prirndpio carerCj nee atemum esse ;** was neither without a beginning, nor eternal. 

The shameful charge of immorality is contradicted, as I have shown, by inci- 
dental admissions on the part of the hostile historians ; from the very beginning of 
the history of the sect, as founded in the seventh century by Constantine, all 
through, to its perpetuation in the eleventh century in Western Europe. 
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tion " against the view founded on it : — a reprobation which under 
these circumstances will, I am sure, be judged a mere brutum 
fulmen ; except indeed against himself.^ 

2. TTie death, resurrection, and ascension of the Witnesses. 

" And when they shall have perfected their testimony,^ the 
wild Beast that ascendeth out of the bottomless pit shall make 
war against them ; and he shall overcome them, and shall kill them. 
And their dead bodies shall lie in the broad place ^ of the great 
city, which is spiritually called Sodom and Egypt, where also 
their Lord hath been crucified.^ And they from the people, and 
kindred; and tongues, and nations, shall see their dead bodies 
three days and a half, and shall not suffer their dead bodies to be 
put in graves. And they that dwell on the earth shall rejoice 
over them, and make merry, and shall send gifts one to another ; 
because these two prophets vexed* them that dwell on the earth. 
And after the three and a half days the breath ^ of life from God 
entered into them ; and they stood upon their feet : and great 
fear fell on them that saw them. And they (or I)^ heard a great 
voice from heaven, sajdng unto them. Come up hither ! And they 
ascended up to heaven in the cloud : and their enemies beheld 
them. And the same hour there was a great earthquake : and the 
tenth part of the city fell ; and in the earthquake were slain seven 

* Mr. Arnold adds the following strange argument. " When the witnesses 
have completed their testimony, the Beast is to make war on them and kill them : 
before then, if any man will hurt them, fire is to proceed out of their mouths, and 
devour their enemies. But the Paulikians were persecuted long before by the 
sovereigns " {unscathed sovereigns,) *' of the Greek empire." Now on what autho- 
rity does Mr. A. thus limit the time of the Witnesses destroying power taking 
eflFect against their enemies, as if only '* be/ore then ? ** In Jeremiah's case God 
had said, " I will make my words in thy mouth fire, and this people wood, and 
it shall devour them : " yet did Jeremiah suffer much and long, before the predic- 
tion was fulfilled, and the people destroyed. — Compare Zech. i. 6 ; " The prophets 
do they live for ever ? Yet my words, which I commanded the prophets, did they 
not take hold of your fathers ? " 

* irav T€A€{r«<rt ttjv fiaprvpiav avrcov, ^ ^v rp irAareiqu 

* taravpcoOri. The aorist is often in this book used Hebraistically as the* per- 
fect or pluperfect. 

* tficuToviffav, So in 2 Pet. ii. 8., {cfioureufigtv,) '* Lot vexed his righteous soul." 

* TO '^vevfjia rris §<»rjs. ^ Many manuscripts read, rjKetra. 
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chiliads, names of men. And the remnant were affrighted. And 
they gave glory to the God of heaven. — ^The second woe hath 
past : tehold the third woe cometh quickly." Apoc. xi. 7 — 14. 
Such is the celebrated prophecy of the death, resurrection, and 
ascenaon of the Apocalyptic Witnesses : and I must pray the 
reader to mark very carefully the many and remarkable particulars 
contained in it ; — ^particulars not less than twelve or fourteen in 
number. Now the solution in the Horse, explaining it of the 
Reformation, answered (it was averred) in every, and above all in 
each chief particular. It was shewn that a succession of wit- 
nesses for Christ, perpetuated from the sixth and seventh centu- 
ries,* and who appeared to have agreed in character with* the 
symbol of the two sackcloth-robed witnesses of the Apocalypse, 
after testifying against other antichristian principles of the great 
ecclesiastical apostacy, perfected their testimony near the end of 
the twelfth century, by witnessing against the Roman Popes 
themselves, Chrisfs self styled Vicars, as the very Antichrist of 
prophecy ; and that thereupon the Popes, the antitype of the 
Apocalyptic Beast, or Antichrist, made deadly war against them : — 
a war pursued indefetigably, and with all the secular powers of 
Papal Christendom assisting, through above three centuries ; 
until at length at the opening of the sixteenth century they were 
all but silenced. Further it was shown that just at that epoch 
(viz. A.D. 1512) there were gathered together at Rome dele- 
gates from all the various nations and tongues of Papal Chris- 
tendom, to hold at the Lateran a General Council, professedly 
with the main object of the utter extirpation of all antipapal schisms 
and heresies:^ — at Rome, which was as it were the common 
centre and <nrXaTef<x, or forum and mart for ecclesiastical law and 
merchandize, of the great Civitas, or State of Papal Christen- 
dom : a place and state likened moreover in those very times, as 
well as before and afterwards, for its horrid vices to Sodom and 
Gomorrha ; and to Egypt and Babylon, the great City, as the scene 
of spiritual darkness, sorceries, idolatry, and the captivity of Grod's 
people ; where too the Lord Jesus himself had been by the whole 
religious system in force, as well as by the persecutions of his saints, 

' I have confest however to not giving more than broken links of the chain. 
' '* Schismatum vero et hseresum totalem extirpationem.^* 
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preeminently mocked and crucified afresh. In which Council 
Greneral, — after virtual capitulation to Pope Leo X, in the Session 
of December 1513, of the several secular and ecclesiastical powers 
that had previously in one way or another been schismatic, as 
disputing the Papal supremacy, — a citation, it was also shown, was 
issued to the Bohemians, the feeble remnant and representatives 
of the Waldensian and other antipapal heretics, (which by their 
heresies, said the Papal voice, have grievously vexed us,) ' to come 
and plead at the next Session, May 5, 1514 : and that on their 
non-appearance on that eventful day, and when every other voice of 
antipapal witnessing appeared elsewhere also hushed in deep silence, 
* the chosen orator of the Council mounted the rostrum, and uttered 
that Paean of triumph, never before heard at Rome, and certainly 
never since, *' Jam nemo reclamat, nullus obsistit ! " " Recla- 
mation against the Papal supremacy is at an end ; opposers there 
exist no more :" — a Psean followed by renewal of all the old penal 
laws against relapsing or reviving antipapal heretics ; (among 
others one to the efiect that their dead bodies were to lie unburied 
as accurst ;) and by self-gratulations also, and rejoicings, and ban- 
quetings, noted in history, of the Pope, Cardinals, and their adhe- 
rents. It was further shown that just three and a half years 
after this, (three and a half to the very day,) there occurred 
Luther's posting up his theses on the Church at Wittemberg, the 
well known epoch of the Reformation ; and in himself and his 
brother Protestants (an appellation nearly identical with Witnesses) 
a revival, to use Pope Adrian's own language, of the old antipa- 
pal heretics : — also that, in the great revolution consequent. Papal 
England fell, one of the ten constituent kingdoms of the great 
Papal State ; and moreover the seven Dutch Papal Dukedoms 
or Lordships, that answered singularly, in that same State of 
Papal Christendom, to seven of the 600 Chiliads of the old 
Jewish State ; which latter was the symbol of the former in the 
Apocalyptic figurations : events accompanied by the elevation of 
the revived witnesses, or Protestants, to political power in the 
European commonwealth, alike in Germany, Holland, England. 
— Soon after the completion and establishment of which ele- 

* " OJicit nobiSf et nos universalemque ecclesiam magnopere perturbat^ haeresie 
infidelitasque." Compare ; " The Witnes^s vexed them that dwell on the earth." 
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vation of Protestantism, there followed (it appeared) through 
Prince Eugene's victories, the cessation of the Turkish woe ; 
and shifting of the balance of power between Turkey and 
Christendom, distinctly in favour of the latter. 

I am here as elsewhere obliged to sketch the evidence of- 
fered, because Mr. Arnold does not do it : and the reader who 
knew nothing of the Horse except through Mr. Arnold's Pamphlet 
and this my Reply, would, unless I gave it, be altogether without 
the data requisite for any intelligent judgment on the question 
between us. 

And now for Mr. Arnolds objections. These are four in 
number ; the most important by far being the first, 

1. With the prefacing remark, " It would be useless to point 
out all the explaining s away of plain terms that Mr. EUiott's inter- 
pretation requires," Mr. A. selects, as the most striking and as- 
sailable example of all, my explanation of ** the city spiritually 
called Sodom and Egjrpt, where also their (the witnesses') Lord 
was crucified, as not meaning Jerusalem!^ but in fact Rome : declar- 
ing that St. Paul's figurative use of the phrase crucifying Christ 
afresh, with reference to the sin of apostacy from the faith, is no 
authorization for my here so construing the simpler expression, 
" where also their Lord was crucified;" *' especially," says he, 
" in a clause that seems to be evidently explanatory,'* 

On this let me beg pointedly to ask, Why did not Mr. 
A. in his statement of the case, give the full Apocalyptic de- 
signation of the city in question ; and say ** the great city," instead 
of simply " the city, that is spiritually called Sodom &c ? " Was 
it a mere felicitous chance omission ; or one designed, and with 
an object ? Mr. Arnold must be well aware that the omission is 
a preeminently important one : it being that of a most charac- 
teristic designation, marked in the original Greek quite empha- 
tically, Tfii TToXcft)^ rv^q fAtyaXviq, the city the great one; and 
which, occurring as it does some six or eight times elsewhere 
in the Apocalypse,* is uniformly used, agreeably with the re" 
vealing Angers express explanation of it, to signify the city of the 

» Apoc. xiv. 8, XTi. 19, xyii. J8, xyiii. 10, 16, 18, 19, 21. 
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seven hills, ^ that is, Rome. Nay, to make the identity of that 
seven-hilled great city, and the one wherein the witnesses were 
slain, yet more decisively marked, it is noted of the former, on 
the prefignration of its final destruction like Sodom hy fire from 
heaven, that " in it there was found the blood of Christ's saints 
and prophets, all that had been slain on the (Apocalyptic) earth : " ^ 
including specially of course that of those that are in the Apo- 
calyptic prophecy,and with reference to Apocalyptic times, most 
specially designated as Christ's prophets ;» viz. the two wit- 
nesses, that had to '* prophesy in sackcloth." ^ — On the other 
hand Jerusalem, the literal Jerusalem, is never I beheve in 
Scripture called the great city ; ^ nor indeed, I may add, Egypt, 
the other figurative designation of the oity in question. All 
which being so, may I not now well ask. Whose is the " explaining 
away** of words in this sacred prophecy, Mr. Arnold's or mine ? 
— ^As to his further charge of my unduly interpreting the verbal 
phrase, *' where too their Lord Aa/A been crucified,*' from St. Paul's 
phrase crucifying Christ afresh, the point is of course already 
ruled against him, if the city referred to be the seven-hilled city, so 
as I have just proved. Moreover, why should St. Paul's figura- 
tive sense not be applied to the verb here ? Is it because the 
adverb afresh, or again, is not added ? But when Christ said to 
Paul near Damascus, " Why persecutest thou me,** (i. e. in perse- 
cuting my saints,) there was no again or afresh appended. Or is 
it because of the locality of the crucifixion meant being designated, 
** where also their Lord hath been crucified ? " If so, let me remind 
Mr. Arnold of the well-known traditionary story of Christ being 
seen by Peter in vision, just before his martyrdom, bearing a 
cross Rome- wards ; and to the question, ** Whither goest thou ?" 
replying, " I go to Rome, (there) again to be crucified.*' ^ — Mr. 
Arnold would refer my interpretation, with "all its explainings 
away," to the exigencies of my system* But he will please to 
observe that I have here inferred the true meaning both of the 

* Apoc. xvii. 9, 18. ■ Apoc. xviii. 2. 4. 

'^ Apoc. zi. 10 ; ** Because these iYfOfyropheli vexed them that dwelt on the 
earth." * Apoc. xi. 3. 

^ Its designation is the holy city. So Matt, xxvii. 53. 
"Related by Ambrose. ** Domine quo vadis? — Vado Romam iterum 
crucifigi." 
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great city intended, and of the expression crucified, altogether 
from internal evidence ; quite independently of all considerations of 
my general historic explanation. How much stronger its evi- 
dence of truth, when every particular of the history, on the hy- 
pothesis of Rome being the city intended, is found to suit the text 
exactly! — ^Let me add, with reference to the city* a Apocalyptic titles, 
that the most learned of the Fathers, Jerom, regarded them, like my- 
self, as quite decisive against Jerusalem being the one intended : ^ 
and so too indeed Berengaud and others.^ Again as to the expres- 
sion crucified, that no less noted or questionable an expositor than 
Thomas Aquinas, even though supposing the rebuilt Jerusalem to be 
the scene of the witnesses Enoch and Elias' death, has yet adduced 
the texts and the traditional story that I have, in proof of that ex- 
pression being here susceptible of a figurative explanation, such as 
I have given.^ Nor let the singular historic fact already noted be 
forgotten, that both this expression, and every other characteristic 
expression in the prophecy concerning the place and the thing in- 
tended, are shown in the Horse to have been applied at the very 
time, just before the Reformation, to Rome and Rome's doings ; 
without the slightest notion of reference to the prophecy now 
under our consideration. 

2. As to Mr. Arnold's second oh^ection, about my " two months 
antedating, " in reference to one case of the interchange of pre- 
sents among the authorities then assembled at Rome, in order to 
make it suit the clause on that subject in the Apocalyptic pro- 
phecy, (the official recognition of the witnesses' death having, 
according to the Horse, been on May 5, 1514, these presents in 

* I refer to the Epistle of Paula and Enstochion to Marcella, which of course 
expressed their master Jerome's view. How, they argue, could Jerusalem be the 
great city meant, seeing that it is elsewhere called the hdy city, and is never called 
Egypt ? And they add ; " Spiritualiter intelligenda sunt singula : "—supposing 
however the world to be the thing figured by the Apocalyptic Babylon. 

' ** Si per civitatem magnam Hierusalem terrestrem voluerimus intelligere, h 
yeritate oberrabimus ; eo quod ilia Hierusalem usque ad solum destmcta sit : 
simulque considerandum quia, ubicumque in hoc libro eivitas magna ponitur, 
Babylonem quae est eivitas Diaboli, et ex omnibus reprobis constat, significat" 
So Berengaud ad loc. 

Tichonius thus remarkably explains the passage : ^ in plateis dvitatis magna; 
id est, in medio ecdesice/'* 

* ** Quia," says T. Aquinas, " quod fit servis suis sibi reputat Christus fieri." 
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the March preceding,) does it need that I detain the reader by 
noticing it ? Mr. Arnold omits to observe that the reason given 
in the Horse for specifying the case in that connexion, was that, 
though the official recognition of their death by the assembled 
delegates in Council had not then taken place, yet every thing even 
then concurred to assure them of the/ac/. As to the main point 
asserted of the " complacency and mutual congratulations " of the 
assembled prelates and princes,^ at the triumphant ending of the 
Council, or the splendid banquetings and rejoicings,^ such as 
completely to answer to the very spirit of the Apocalyptic state- 
ment in the clause referred to, Mr. Arnold cannot and will not 
dispute it. It is matter of history. 

3. Nor does it seem more needful to stop at his third objec- 
tion, which has reference to my explaining the seven chiliads of 
the prophecy from the chiliads of the Israelitish commonwealth. 
What the use of his quoting passages to show that the word 
chiliads \^2^s>o used^'mp/y wi^di numerically to designate thousands? 
Who knows not, or would dispute this? What Mr. Arnold 
should have done^ in order to making out a reasonable and vaHd 
objection against my solution, — viz., first to disprove the Apoca- 
lyptic designation of the inhabitants of the Roman world, after 
its conversion to Christianity, under the title of the twelve tribes 
of Israel,— or secondly, to disprove there being the chiliadic tri- 
bual and territorial division in the ancient Israel,—- or thirdly, 
to disprove the answering of the seven Dutch Lordships, con- 
sistently with this parallelism, to seven of the Israelitish chiliads, — 
or fourthly, to disprove the answering of the connected history to 
the Apocalyptic context, — ^all this Mr. Arnold has not even at- 
tempted. The explanation, says he, " seems to me too absurd to 
need refutation." That is all his argument ! 

4. *' And they (the witnesses) ascended up to heaven in the 
cloud : and their enemies beheld them. And the same hour 
there was a great earthquake : and the tenth part of the city fell : 
and there were slain in the earthquake seven chiliads^ names of 
men. And the remnant were afirighted. And they " {the as- 
cended witnesses, according to the Horse) " gave glory to the God 
of heaven." 

* I use Dean Waddiiigton*s words. ' Roscoe particularly notices them. 
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" It would be hardly credible," says Mr. Arnold, "if one had not 
seen to what an extent Mr. Elliott is led away by preconceived 
opinions, that he maintains that the last words evidently mean 
that the ascended witnesses gave glory to the God of heaven, not 
the afirighted remnant : thus giving different nominative cases to 
two immediately consecutive verbs joined by and : — an impossible 
construction ! " The Italics are Mr. Arnold's. — ^Will Mr. Arnold 
then have the goodness to explain the following passages. 1 . Gen. 
XV. 13 : " Thy seed shall be a stranger in a land that is not 
theirs : and they shall serve them, and they shall afflict them, 400 
years.*' — 2. Mark viii. 23 &c : " And he (Jesus) asked him (the 
blind man) if he saw any thing. And looking up he said, I see 
men as trees walking. Then he again put his hands on his eyes, 
and made him look up ; and he was restored &c." — 3. Luke xv. 
15 : " And he (the prodigal) joined himself to a citizen of that 
coimtry ; and he sent him into his fields, &c." — 4. 1 Cor. xv. 
42 : ** So also is the resurrection of the dead : (^ ava^aa-iq twv 
yeKpofV) it is sown in corruption ; *' &c. I wait to see Mr. 
Arnold's explanation of these passages, on any other than the 
" impossible " construction of " giving two different nominative 
cases to two immediately consecutive verbs joined by and,*' Such 
passages might be multiphed almost indefinitely. — ^As to my 
reason for choosing a more distant nominative in the Apocal3rptic 
passage in question, Mr. A. notes, but does not, cannot impugn 
it : "It is contrary to the whole tenor of the Apocalyptic de* 
scription of the enemies of Christ and his witnesses, (in other 
words, of the mass of the inhabitants of the great city, and this 
even to the last,) to represent them 9&jgiving glory to God'* 



Section V. — The Apocalyptic Beast, or Antichrist, 

To this subject of the Apocalyptic Beast, (i.e. Antichrist,) and 
its adjuncts the Dragon and the Beast's Image, Mr. Arnold has 
devoted some thirty pages,* or nearly half of his Pamphlet : — 
a space not disproportionably large to its importance ; yet at the 

^ From page 25 to 52. 
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same time quite large enough in which to state, discuss, and 
(if they are wrong) confute, the main evidence and arguments 
on which I ground my explanation of the Beast, as symbolizing 
the Roman Popes and Popedom, But such is not my critic's plan 
or fancy. After vehement reprobation of my opinion, as " that 
which should call forth the indignant remonstrances of all who 
honour the word of Grod," * and intimation of my having to 
'* explain away almost every one of the more important features 
of Antichrist," ^ in order to make them discoverable in the 
Papacy, his plan of proceeding is as follows. Ilrst he gives, 
as " the picture of Antichrist presented to us in the Bible," a 
picture eminently partial ;^ some of the most distinctive and strik- 
ing traits drawn in Sacred Scripture being omitted, and others 
that are given by no means correctly represented. Then, the 
basis for his argument having been thus laid down, he proceeds 
to argue that in six or seven particulars this picture does not suit 
the Papacy : adducing however not seldom, by way of proof, 
evidence insufficient, if not incorrect ; not without clear incon- 
sistency and almost self-contradiction on some points, and these, 
points of by no means small importance.^ His disquisition he illus- 
trates or varies by quotations for two or three pages here, and 
two or three there, from one German Professor about Ronge,^ and 
another about the Apostacy,^ and extracts from a Roman Catholic 
work of devotion called, "The Spiritual Combat," ^ and a paralle- 
lism also of his own, on the prohibition of meats and marriage, 
between Popery and Gnosticism.® But he takes for the most 
part no more notice of the answers or the statements, even on 
these very points, in the '* Horae Apocalypticae," than if such a 
]3ook had never existed, or his Pamphlet had not professedly 
taken to itself the title of ** Remarks" upon it. — ^More of this in 
the sequel. For the present it will need that we note, by 
way of preliminary to the subject in hand, the picture that 
Scripture has actually drawn of the great Antichrist ; and there- 
with lay a really sound basis for the reader's judgment on the 

* Pago 29. » Page 31. 

^ lb. The passage will be given in a subsequent Note. 

* All this will be shown hereafter. * Pages 33, 34. 
" Pages 45—48. ^ Pages 35—37. « Pages 40—44. 
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question here between us. It is well that Mr. Arnold agrees 
with me (and strangely perverted, I think, must be his judgment 
that disagrees) on the identity of the Beasts of Daniel and the Apoc- 
alypse both with each other, and with St. Paul'sifan of Sin and St. 
John's Antichrist, Thus the time needed for proving their identity 
will be saved, and a satisfactory end to our discussion facihtated. 
To begin then with the three earlier prophecies on the subject, 
let the reader well note the extraordinary distinctiveness and 
variety of characteristic traits there laid down, respecting this 
Antichrist :— characteristics as to nation, time, place, character, 
acts, dominancy, and duration. — 1. From Daniel it appeared 
that the adversary was to rise out of the fourth great empire, or 
Roman, after a certain remarkable division of it into ten kingdoms, 
kingdoms separate, yet some way connected under him as one 
body : that he was to sprout from it as a Utile horn, yet with a 
mouth speaking great things, as if small in physical power, but with 
mighty pretensions ; and withal with the singular feature of eyes 
like the eyes of a man, as if in some particular sense a seer, or 
overseer : that he would have success and supremacy such as to 
domineer among the ten Kings, with look more stout than his fel- 
lows ; and would moreover speak blasphemous words against God, 
and persecute and wear out his saints : finally, that these saints 
would be given into his hand, or be under his domination,^ for 
the period of a time times and half a time, or 1260 days, i. e. (on 
the year-day scale, of which more presentiy) 1260 years : at the 
end of which period the Son of Man would come in the clouds of 
heaven ; and, after first casting the blasphemous horn and his 
kingdom into the burning flame. Himself take the kingdom. — 
2. It appeared from St, Paul that this enemy of the Church was 
to arise out of an apostacy (the grand celebrated apostacy ^) from 
the Christian faith ; ^ one not at that time developed, but of which 

^ So Dan. ii. 38, a passage that will be quoted afterwards. 
' 7i airoTaata, the apostacy. 
' The word might in itself mean a pdUical revolt, as well as a religious apoa- 
iaey. And tbas some of the old Fathers gave it the former sense, while others 
gave it the latter. But the notice of the mystery of iniquity then working, as that 
which would ultimately be matured into the apostacy that the apostle meant, and 
produce the man of sin as its head, seems to me quite decisive in fayour of the 
latter view. 
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the seeds however were even then sown, and its mystery of iniquity, 
or mysterious evil principle already secretly at work ; nor ever to 
cease working, until it had expanded into fiiU-hlown apostacy, 
and brought forth the great enemy as its ultimate product or 
head : — further, that there was a certain particular let or hindrance 
then existing which prevented his development ; a hindrance ex- 
plained and known to the Thessalonian Christians, and which has 
been by the earlier fathers reported to us as the then reigning 
Roman Emperors or Government : and that on its removal, then at 
length the " Man of Sin *' would be revealed ; whether an indivi- 
dual, or rather (hke the person and thing hindering)* a suc- 
cession of individuals and governing power : — ^his development 
being accompanied with \yyn^ wonders and miracles ; his doctrine 
that of the mystery of iniquity and all-deceivableness of un- 
righteousness ; his blasphemy and pride such that he would exalt 
himself above all that was called God and worshipped, yea and that 
he would sit in the temple of God, (whether the Church or the 
Jewish Temple, which last it could scarcely be,)^ shewing him- 
self as if God; with success such, through Satan's assisting 
agency, as to draw in all to believe it but those that had pleasure 
in the truth : — ^fiirther his titles were given ; that of " tJie Man of 
Sin,^' as emphatically sin's offspring, promoter, and head ; *' the 
adversary,^' evidently of Christian saints and Church ; the lawless 
one, as above all law ; ** the son of perdition/' not only as one 
destroying and to be destroyed, but (since it was a title previously 
given in Scripture to Judas, ^ and to no one but Judas,) as one 
probably of whom Judas, the false apostle and traitor, would 
prove to be but the fit prototype : — finally, as to his duration, that 
it would be extended to the very day of Christ's advent ; and that 
then his destruction would be tremendously accomplished before the 

^ 6 Kartx»v being used in the masculine of the imperial suoceteion, as well at 
TO Karexov of the imperial power, 

• The Jewish Temple was to be destroyed (as we know from history) before 
Antichrist^s manifestation ; and consequently it could not be the Temple meant. 
As to a temple built on the old site by Antichrist, (as some would construe it,) 
how could U be called God'^s temple ? On the other hand the Christian Church is 
often designated as God^s temple by the Apostles. And so consequently many 
of the more ancient Fathers here understood the phrase. ^ John xviL 12. 
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brightness of Christ's appearance and glory. — S. It appeared from 
St. Jokn that this enemy would answer to the very remarkable 
title of Antichrist : a word from its etymology signifying either 
a Vice'Chriat, or an opposing and usurping Christ, or both : ^ 
and of which the intent was further illustrated by its application 
(albeit in a subordinate sense) to the Gnostic teachers then 
hying ; teachers who, putting themselves in Chrisfs place, as the 
wisdom and power of the Creator God, and man's medium of 
salvation, did thereby practically deny the Son and so the 
Father also. 

To which add 4thly the indications furnished in the Apocalyptic 
prophecy^ with which we are now more immediately concerned. 
And, over and above many of the same characteristics that the 
above-abstracted earher prophecies set forth, we here find the five 
following important additional points concerning Antichrist further 
revealed. Firsts that this Antichrist (who was here symbolized, 
very much as in Daniel, as a seven^headed ten-homed wild Beast, or 
rather Us ruling head) would have his throne in the great seven- 
hilled city, i. e. Rome. — Secondly, that his would be the eighth 
legitimate governing head, or supreme magistracy, there ruling : 
the sixth being that Imperial Pagan monarchical regime, which 
reigned there in the time of St. John : and the seventh, with its 
intervening empire^ one s3rmbolized under the emblem of a seven- 
headed ten-homed Dragon, and marked by the three following cha- 
racteristics ; viz. — ^that it would last but a short time comparatively, 
— ^that it would have for its badge on the seven hills, not thC' im- 
perial crown, as of old, but the diadem, — and that it would fight 
the final conflict for supremcu^ of Roman Paganism with the Chris- 
tian Church, would be cast down in the encounter, and, though not 
without malice and the power of injuring her for a while remain- 
ing and active, would at length fell, like a head excised by a sword, 
so to make way for the Beast's eighth and last head. — Thirdly, that 
the resuscitated Roman Beast, in his new form of Antichrist, would 
have for his grand supporter another wild Beast, of dragon-like 
voice, though covered with the two-homed covering skin of the 
gentle lamb ; a symbol indicating, according to Christ's own ex- 

* More on this at p. 59, in the discussion of Mr. Arnold's objections. 

E 
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planation, a false professing Christian Priesthood,' and called indeed 
elsewhere in the Apocalypse itself the False Prophet : which False 
Prophet, besides in other ways supporting the pretensions of the 
Beast Antichrist, would do so very particularly, — (here was the 
fourth fresh indication,) by inducing the earth's inhabitants to make 
what the prophecy called an Image to the Beast, and giving it breath 
when made, and causing it, thus gifted with speech, to denounce 
death as the penalty against any one that should not worship the 
Beast. — Fifthly, according to a custom very prevalent in St. John's 
time and afterwards, of designing a name by the number formed 
from addition of the numeral values of its several component 
letters, the number of the Beast Antichrist's name was specified ; 
and that it would be 666, 

Such and so many were the grand scriptural predicted charac- 
teristics of Antichrist : characteristics together making up surely 
a portraiture the most distinct and particular of any given in pro- 
phecy, save only that of Christ himself; and one which it will be well 
worth the while for any inquirer after truth to compare with the 
miserably meagre sketch given by Mr. A : — indeed given by him 
as the very basis of his views on this point, and chief arguments.^ 
And with all of these characteristics, varied and multiform as they 
were, it was averred in the Horse (I beheve truly averred) that the 
Roman Popes and Popedom, or Papal empire, corresponded. For 
the seventh constitutionally formed headship, or supreme magis- 
tracy at Rome, that followed next after the sia:th, or monarchical 
imperial regime ruling in St. John's time, was the tetrarchical form 
of government introduced, as Gibbon prominently sets forth, by 

^ Matt. vii. 15, compared with 21, 22. 
' " For what is the picture of Antichrist that is presented to us in the Bible ? — 
It is the picture of a being in whom the spirit of evil is concentrated : pride^ 
bUuphemy, and a desperate hatred of all that is good^ are the characteristic fea- 
tures of this incarnation of the sinfiil passions of our nature. And these princi- 
ples are represented as being in him in a state of intense activity^ so that the pride 
makes him claim a superiority over all *' that is called God or is worshipped : ** the 
blasphemy not only vents itself in railing words against the name of God, and 
*^ his tabemade and them that dtoell in heaven^'' but even rises to the height of 
expressly '^ denying both the Father and the Son,^^ and embodies itself, as it 
were^ in the awful act oi sitting in the temple of God as God,— Finally^ the hatred 
of all that is good acts itself out in a cruel persecution of the saints. As such he will 
make war with them, and loear them out ; they will he given into his hands,"** — p. 31 . 
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Diocletian at the end of the third century : a headship marked by 
the Apocalyptic badge of a diadem, in place of the old imperial 
crown; and which, in similar accordance with the Apocalyptic 
figuration, after directing the last and greatest Pagan persecution 
against the Christian Church, fought with it the final battle of 
Paganism ; and (the Christian cause having been espoused by 
Constantine) was cast down from its long held supremacy in 
the encounter. Then, after a half century and more in which, 
though fallen from its former high places, the Spirit of Paganism 
did yet like the symboUc Dragon persecute and vex Christ's true 
Church, and after, in the course of yet another century, the fur- 
ther prefigured fact had also taken place of a barbarian hostile 
flood inundating the Western Empire, by which each landmark of 
the ancient government was swept away, — ^there was shewn to 
have then emerged, as foretold, some ten new Romano-Gothio 
kingdoms on the platform of the old empire ; all bound together 
as one body by the recognition of Rome as their common religious 
capital, and the Roman Bishop as their common spiritual head : — 
moreover that this seven-hilled city, having been long previously 
deserted by the Christianized emperors and kings for other capi- 
tals, (Constantinople, Milan, and Ravenna,) and the secular ruling 
power, that could not but when present overawe the Bishops, been 
thus taken out of the way, the locality was left distinctively and 
exclusively to those Bishops as their capital and throne ; and that so 
under the Papal title they ruled there as its eighth reigning head, 
in place of that old Pagan seventh which, we saw, by the Christian 
sword had long before been excised. — ^Further it appeared that the 
religion then and thenceforth headed by, and identified with, the 
Roman Popes and Church, instead of being Christ's true rehgion, 
was a consummated antichristian apostacy ; the mystery of ini- 
quity, infused like evil leaven into the Church visible even in 
apostoUc times, and which had ever since been working therein, 
having succeeded too well in corrupting it : until at length, the 
fialse overpowering the true, an apostacy from the faith became 
ascendant in the professing Church, the essential principle of 
which was the placing things ecclesiastical, whether sacraments, 
or churches, or departed saints, or living priests, more and more 
in the place of Christ ; and its consummation perfected in the 

B 2 
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solemn recognition throughout the West of the Roman Bishops 
as actually Chrisfs Vicars on earth ; the very realization in title, as 
well as office, of the predicted Antichrist. — The pride and blasphe- 
mies of the Roman Popes in this their character of Antichrist, — 
pride such as led them to sit in God's temple, and there receive 
adoration as God, was further shewn ; as also their ruthless per- 
secution of Christ's true saints, that kept the commandments of 
God and the testimony for Jesus. — ^Moreover the Roman Catholic 
Clergy, after coalescing into one body under the headship of the 
Pope in his character of Western Patriarch, was proved to have 
been the Pope's grand support in his different and far loftier cha- 
racter of Christ's Vicar : just like the two- homed lamb-like Beast, 
that was the Vizier of the Beast Antichrist in the Apocalyptic 
prophecy : — and the Western General Councils, (gathered professedly 
as a representation of Christendom, but which in effect only repre- 
sented in their decrees and dogmas the Papal mind,) to have also an- 
swered most exactly to the Apocalyptic figure of the Image of the 
Beast, — ^Yet again the appellative of Aareivo^, the Latin man, 
Irenseus's famous solution of the Apocalyptic numeral enigma^ 
and which contained in it the fatal number 666, was shewn to 
have been the fittest possible appellation of the Popes of Rome : — 
and, once more, the duration of their recognized supremacy, in cha- 
racter of Christ's Vicar, or Antichrist, from its primary authoritative 
recognition about the time of the promulgation of Justinian's Law, 
to ita primary overthrow at the time of the subversion of that Body 
of law at the French Revolution, to have been just 1260 years; the 
precise period assigned in prophecy, on the year-day theory, to the 
Apocalyptic Beast. 

Now for Mr, Arnold's objections. And, 

1st, On the introductory vision of the travailing wofnan, and 
seven-headed ten-homed Dragon that persecuted her. 

Says Mr. Arnold : ^ ** That nothing may have its plain mean- 
ing, even the great red Dragon is not (according to Mr. Elliott) 
Satan himself, but Rome? as a persecuting antichristian power 

» Page 27. 
' It should rather have been exprcst, Satan, as animating and acting in the 
Roman Pagan persecuting power 
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animated by the old serpent th^ Devil." And he distinctly adopts 
the view of this dragon being abstractedly and personally Satan. 
To do which what is needed ? Why, that Mr. Arnold must di- 
rectly abandon all regard to the revealing Angel's own Rome-re- 
ferring explanation of the seven heads and ten horns ; not to say any- 
thing of the Christian Church's explanation of the vision in precise 
agreement with my own, at that very time of its triumphing over 
the Roman Pagan Emperors, to which time and event I suppose 
the vision refers.* Truly I should have thought, had not Mr. 
Maitiand^ and Mr. Arnold so boldly avowed a different opinion, 
that common sense itself, independently of all authoritative direc- 
tion, would have decided that this could have been no personal 
portraiture of the ruined Archangel. I have heard of, indeed am 
acquainted with, a worthy country Clergyman, who in a sermon on 
Satanic agency inculcated on his congregation the awfulness of this 
great enemy, as a monster, according to Scripture, of dragon-form, 
with seven heads and ten horns ! But^ notwithstanding the weight 
that may reasonably attach among different classes of literary 
students to Mr. Arnold's and Mr. Maitland's names, I must crave 
permission to doubt, until fact itself correct me, whether a fourth 
man of education can be found to join himself on this head in alli- 
ance with them. The rather as I perceive that even Mr. F. R. B, 
" the constant reader of the British Magazine, *' seems himself 
almost to shrink from so singular an interpretation.* 

Further, as to the travailing womaiCs child in the same vision; 
it is objected by Mr. Arnold,"* " Would it be specially mentioned 
as a man-child, if representing the collective body of believers, a 
body of both sexes ! " Undoubtedly it would. How could Mr. 

' Eusebius, as observed in the Horse, tells us not only of the application of the 
vision to this event by Church writers, but of Constantine^s representing it in a 
picture set up in his palace. And there are still extant medals of Theodosius and 
other Christian Roman Emperors trampling a dragon, with the same reference. 

' Mr. Maitland's work, referred to by Mr. Arnold, is one published many 
years since. Whether Mr. M. still hold to this opinion I know not. And in- 
deed the idea seems to me so absurd, that I am quite prepared to find that I have 
some way, though I know not how, misconstrued his meaning. 

^ " Mr. Arnold is here not so successful as usual. He would have done better 
to have put his finger to his lips, and confessed his inability to fathom it." British 
Magazine for last September, p. 245., ^ Page 26. 
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Arnold have overlooked the passage from Isa. Ixvi. 8, 9, quoted 
in the Hone, and which directly exemplifies such use of the 
fig^e ? ^ — ^Again, observes my Critic ; " Will any of Chris fs saUUs 
bear role over all nations, so as this child is said to be destined 
to do ? " What says Daniel, vii. 27 ? " The kingdom under the 
whole heaven shall be given to the people of the saints of the Most 
High." — ^Yet again he asks ; " How could the progress of the 
Church to ascendancy on the imperial throne, which took up near 
300 years, be described by that word, expressive of rapid eleva- 
tion, caught up ?** But this is a pure misrepresentation. I no 
where say any thing of the kind. It is the sudden elevation of 
Christianity and the Christian body to political rank and supre- 
macy, on Constantine's first victories, after the Church's fearful 
persecution and almost destruction by Diocletian, that I distinctly 
represent as the event so symbolized. ^ — ^Yet once more, with re- 
ference to the expression, "to God and his throne^^ says Mr. 
Arnold ; *' A throne might be called the Lord^s throne in Solo- 
mon's case," (one referred to by me as a parallel,) ** as being the 
throne which the Lord had established : " — an admission by Mr. 
Arnold directly bearing on the case before us ; since I have shewn 
by quotations from Eusebius, that Constantine distinctly so re- 
garded and spoke of his Imperial throne. But, proceeds Mr. 
Arnold, ** The actual expression here is * caught up to God and his 
throne:^ to make which expression equivalent to the phrase 
God's throne, there is needed the use of ** that unlucky figure the 
Hendydadis." Will Mr. Arnold then, on his credit as a Greek 
scholar, be willing to lay down the rule that this *' unlucky fi- 
gure " is one unknown or inapplicable in Apocalyptic phraseology? 
So that, for example, the sentence in Apoc. xiii. 12, " Makes 
the earth and them that dwell in it worship the first Beast," does 
not mean simply, so as common sense and all expositors have 
hitherto assured us, ** makes them that dwell on the earth worship 
the Beast : " but, rather, makes not only its indwellers, but the very 
earth itself, with its stones and clay-clods, worship him ? I can- 
not but marvel much at Mr. Arnold's criticism. 

^ '* Before she travailed she brought forth ; before her pain came she was 
delivered of a man-child. Shall the land be made to bring forth in one day .' Or 
Bhall a wxtion be bom at once ? '* ' See from pp. 776 to 783 in my First Edition. 
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As for his own counter- view of the rision, to the effect that the 
child <»ught up means Christ ascending to heaven,^ it will be time 
enough to discuss it, when exhibited to us in its fiill development. 
I will only suggest therefore the necessity of his informing us 
distinctly, upon any such occasion, as to these three points : — 1 . 
who or what the woman travailing ; 2. what and when her flight 
presently afterwards into the wilderness ; 3. what the duration of 
her 1260 days of sojourning there, when beginning, when ending, 
and how ccmnected in historic fact with the parallel 1260 days of 
the Beast's reign, and the Witnesses' sackcloth-prophesying. 

2. Next come Mr. Arnold's criticisms on my solution of the 
Image of the Beast, as signifying the Papal General Councils. 

** The plain meaning of the Apocalyptic statement," says Mr. 
Arnold, ** is that the False Prophet should perform the striking 
miracle of giving life to the Image of the Beast, so that the 
Image of the Beast should speak, &c. That one of the primitive 
Christians, when he read this holy book, would think that he was 
reading a description of real signs and wonders, there can I 
suppose be no doubt." — Indeed ! Is my critic then so ignorant 
of the patristic views on this subject, as not to know that it was 
quite a disputed question among the early fathers, whether Anti- 
christ's miracles would be deceptive or real ; and that many of 
most eminent among them, as Origen, Cyril, Chrysostom, Au- 
gustine, &c, declared their behef that they would be deceptive 
and fedse ? ^ 

As to the groundwork of my explanation, viz., the fitness of 
the figure of an image of the person or body represented to desig- 

' *' Is it possible to doubt that the man-child who was to rule all nations with a 
rod of iron, and was caught up to God and his throne, was our blessed Saviour ? " 

' So Augustine, C. D. zx. 19. 4. *^ Tunc enim solvetur Satanas, et per Anti- 
christum in omni suA virtute mirabiliter quidem, sed mendaciter operabitur. Quae 
sdetamhigi utrum proptere^ dicta sint signa et prodigia mendacii, quoniam mortales 
sensuB per phantasmata decepturus est, ut guod non facU facere yideatur, an 
quia ilia ipsa, etiamsi erunt vera prodigia, ad mendacium pertrahent credituros, &c" 
On Ps. iz. he expresses his own judgment : '* Vim habebit in imperio, dolum in mira- 
ctdis.'''' — So again Origen, in reference to 2 Thess. ii. 9 ; urififiois, Ktu repcuri ^^cvSot, 
Kai vaan ancn-ji aSiKias eirnf^wtircu, fii/JLafitPo s travr a r €p eera r a 
T9)5 a h 71 6 € t a s, &<nrtp ol riop kvyinrrwv eirooiSoi, &c. Vol. i. p. 266, Ed 
Paris 1679. — And so too Cyril, Catcch. xv. 
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nate the individual or individuals representing, and consequently 
the fitness of the Apocalyptic figure of an Image of the Beast, 
to designate the General Councils of Papal Christendom, Mr. 
Arnold's objections expressed or implied are threefold : — 1 . that 
Sir J. Graham's application of the self-same figure to our English 
reformed Parliament, as ** the real and express image and repre- 
sentation of the country/' however apt, as he must I think allow, 
is yet insufficient : — 2. that the fact of the Pope and Papal 
Priesthood speaking through them could not be called a a-ruMtoy, or 
miracle : — 3. that the illustrations 1 have offered, in proof of the 
propriety of the application to Church Councils of the Apocalyp- 
tic phrase speaking, are insufficient ; alike the Latin and the 
Italian quotations only representing the Councils to have said 
what they decreed, not spoken,^ 

Does it need, let me ask the reader, that I take notice of this 
last objection? How could Mr. Arnold have condescended to put 
it in writing ? Can we say a thing, and not speak it ? — As to his 
other objections, respecting the applicability to Papal Councils 
themselves, and the Papal jugglery in directing their proceedings, 
of those Apocalyptic figures of an Image of the Beast, and miracle 
in making it speak to the effect described, I will here beg to add 
two further illustrations in evidence : illustrations from writers of 
each of the two great divisions of Christendom ; and which I think 
even Mr. Arnold himself will be constrained to acknowledge as 
only too unexceptionable, too decisive. The one is in a letter 
from the Greek Emperor, after the sixth General CouncU at Con- 
stantinople, in which it seems the Pope had no proper representa- 
tive, requesting the Pope to send his secretary to represent and 
be his image, (eSeiKovi^tiv,) in Councils, and all other ecclesiastical 
transactions at Constantinople .^ — ^The other is from a sketch of 
the Council of Trent, addrest in 1567 to the German Emperor by 
an Hungarian Bishop, the chosen orator of Hungary in that 

1 Page 28. 
' TO ri}f hiMJtpat itywtrvyris €^etKovig§iv irpoffwrov, Hardnin, Con- 
cil. iii. 1641. —The passage is cited from the Emperor^s Letter in a Report of the 
proceedings of the TruUan Council, ib. 1648 ; and it is there argued from it, that 
the Pope could not have had any representative in the Constantinopolitan Council, 
just previous, tluKovi^uv aurov, to be his image. 
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assembly : in which he declares that the Bishops and Deputies 
there assembled in Council were but like masks or images, moved, 
so as Dusdaltis* statues are reported to have been, by wires in 
another's hand ; and which, like the rustic bag-pipes, needed to be 
breathed into, in order to their uttering a voice : a breath and 
voice which came not, so as the Council boastfully asserted, from 
the Holy Spirit ; but, like the oracular voices of Delphi or Dodona, 
from Rome,^ — So does the unsuspicious testimony of eminent mem- 
bers of the Councils themselves illustrate the appropriateness of 
every point of the Apocalyptic figuration, in its application to those 
ecclesiastical Councils : the fitness of the figure image of the Beast 
to signify the representative deputies ; and fitness (in case of the 
Latin Councils) of the further figure of the image having breath 
conjured into it by the second Beast, to signify the Romish priest- 
hood's jugglery in the Council's speaking. — ^With regard to the 
subject-matter of the conciliar decrees, Mr. Arnold has not disputed, 
and I presume feels that he cannot dispute, its singular agreement, 
point after point, with all that is said of the voice spoken by the 
Image of the Beast, or Priesthood inspiring it, in the Apocalyptic 
prophecy.^ 

3. Come Mr. Arnold's objections on the subject of Antichrisfs 
religion. At much length, and with much earnestness, he contends 
that the Papacy on this head utterly fails of answering to the cha- 
racter of Antichrist. " Antichrist," says he, ** denies the Father 
and the Son." But the Roman Church ** recognizes the divinity 

^ Given in the edition of the Acta Concilii Tridentini k Oabriele Paleotto 
lately published by Mr. Mendham, Pre£ p. xxi. '* In summ& in eum statum res 
est adducta, istorum qui illuc facti institutique yenerant improbitate, ut non 
jam episcoporum sed larvarum^ non hominum sed simidacrorum^ quae nervis 
moyentur alienis, ut DtsdcUi statuoB fuisse perhibentur, Concilium illud videretur. 
Erant episcopi illi conductitii plerique ut utres, rusticorum musicum instrumentum, 
quos, ut vocem miiteni, it^re necesse est. Nil habuit cum illo conventu Sanctus 
Spiritus commercii. Cursitabaut Romam nocte dieque veredarii. Illinc responsa, 
anquam Delphis aut Dodond, expectabantur : illinc nimirum Spiritus ille Sanctus, 
quern suis Conciliis prseesse jactant, tabellarii manticis inclusus, mittebatur.^* 

I here the rather print these quotations, because of not having given them in 
my first edition. 

' I include what is said in verses 16, 17 of Apoc. xiii, as well as what is said 
in verse 15 : it being ambiguous whether it is of the Image, or of the False Pro- 
phet, that what is said in verses 16, 17, is predicated. Even if of the latter^ it still 
might be done through the Image^ 
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of God and Christ ; " speaks at Trent " in the name of the 
blessed and undivided Trinity, Father, Son, and Holy Ghost ;" and 
puts forth the Nicene Creed, as containing what it regards as 
*' the elementary doctrines, to be assented to by all who profess 
the name of Christ.'* * 

No doubt ! It is all admitted ; and that *' the Papacy does 
not openly " (I would rather say does not avowedly B,nd prof essecUyJ 
" deny the Father and Son." The only question between us, as 
Mr. Arnold fairly states, is whether it does not deny them 
virtually and in fact. 

On stating this to be my view of the question, Mr. Arnold ^ 
quotes the passage following, from the conclusion of my argu- 
ment on it in the Horse. ** Mr. Maitland's idea of Antichrist's 
religion, as if it were to be mere open atheism and licentiousness, is 
not only both unscriptural and unpatristic ; but, as a mere intel- 
lectual conception of the thing, altogether common-place^ in 
comparison with the reality of the actual religious system of the 
Papacy, its mystery of iniquity y its all-deceivableness of unrighteous- 
ness, its practical but covert denial of the Son, and so of the 
Father." Which quoted, how proceeds he ? To confute the evi- 
dence and arguments on which I assert this view to be unscrip^ 
tural ? Or to examine and falsify the quotations or notices from 
the Fathers, on the ground of which I assert it to be unpatristic ? 
Not so : but he breaks out into the fervid and somewhat indig- 
nant exclamation; ''May the time never come, when we shall 
try the Word of God by our notions of what is, or is not, a poor 
or a noble intellectual conception ! " — a wish in which I cordially 
join : but the expression of which might, I think, with much 
advantage have been omitted ; as God's Word, neither on this 
nor any other subject, is ever so tried in the Horae. And then he 
runs off into a long quotation from Professor Hengstenberg about 
Ronge, and another from some Roman Catholic Book of Devotion 
called " The Spiritual Combat," and yet another from theEvan- 
gelische Kirchen Zeitung for 1 832, about the honour and ornament 
of the Catholic Church ; but shuns to notice and encounter the 
actual arguments in the Horse, with an adroitness that, but for 
the extreme gravity of the subject, would be almost amusing. 
» Page 31. « Page 32. 
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Mr. Arnold must however excuse me, if I try to bring him 
back from his wanderings. The question between us, as it is 
soon stated, so may be soon settled. He adopts, we have seen, 
Mr. Maitland's view of Antichrist's religion as the true one ; — ^to 
the effect that it is open avowed atheism, with the accompaniment 
of open avowed licentiousness. Now St. Paul says that it is to be the 
mystery of iniquity, and all-deceivableness of unrighteousness : St. 
John in his Apocalypse that Antichrist's grand supporter and prime 
minister would be one wearing the sheep's covering-skin, with two 
horns hke a lamb ; the symbol, we saw, as Christ himself explained 
it, of a professing but unsound Christian priesthood : and again 
in his Epistles, that his most characteristic title would be that we 
speak of. Antichrist ; a word from its peculiar etymological force 
shewn by me to signify, not simply or directly an avowed antago* 
nist to Christ ; but either a Vice-Christ, (mark the word !) or an 
opposed or usurping Christ, or both. It is for Mr. A. to reconcile 
these several predictive statements with his view. — As to the last- 
mentioned point, I subjoin a tabular scheme of words of similar 
etymology with Antichrist ; as the argument from it is at once so 
important, and one that has been so marvellously overlooked.^ 
And let me once more recal to the Reader's mind, that the 
apostle's notice of the Gnostics as Antichrists, while all consis- 
tent with this meaning of the term, as I have sufficiently shewn 
in the Horse, — ^for they acknowledged God and Christ in a way, 

' I quote the note on this subject firom my second edition. When aani is com- 
pounded with a word signifying an agent of any kind, or funetiotiaiy^ (of pourse 
compounds with mere participles, like opriKttuwos^ are nothing to the point,) the 
compound word either signifies a vioe-fuitciionary, or tkJwtcHonary o/the 9ame kind 
opposing, or both. The following threefold list of examples will shew this. 

I. n. 



ArraXtX^s, one in a brother^s stead. 
ApTiSuucoyos, a servant^s substitute. 
Apriwp€ff^VT7is, an envoy's substitute. 
Ajrrvrafuas, a Roman vice-quaestor. 
AySvwaros, a ProconsuL 
AvTt0(os, one in place of, or like a god. 

III. 
Apt iTparrryos, 1. propraetor. 2. an 

enemy's general. 
Ayrificun\9vs, 1. viceroy. 2. rival king. 
AtTi^povpos, 1. a substituted sentinel. 

2. an enemy's sentinel. 



Arraywpinis, an opposing combatant. 

Amigerfis, an opposing rower. 

ArrtfraXttiTfis, a counter-wrestler. 

AyTtTturiuTfiSf an opposing £EM:tionary. 

ArrupvXa^, a hostile sentinel. 

AirritidtiffKaKos, amixoprfyoi, ami^i- 
\oaoipos, a rival teacher, philoso- 
pher, &c. 

AvrurvyKKiiroSi a counter-senate. 

ApTiyfxuptvs, one who keeps a counter- 
reckoning, a check-clerk. 
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albeit so only as to make themselves practically the dispensers of 
salvation, instead of Christy — is all utterly inconsistent with the 
view that Mr. Arnold and Mr. Maitland advocate of the Anti- 
christ being an avowed atheist. 

Thus what Mr. A. adduces of the Papacy's profest recognition 
of Christ's divinity, and use of his name, and permission of the in- 
sertion of certain things that are true and right in some of its 
Books of devotion, instead of being necessarily an argument 
against the Popes being the predicted Antichrist, \&pro tanto quite 
as much in favour of that hypothesis, as against it. It needs to 
look deeper, in order to the forming of a right conclusion in the 
matter ; and to see what is the master-principle of the Papal 
scheme of salvation, its paramount object, its main tendency. Is 
Christ then its grand object, its a and u, as the Hght, and life, and 
atonement, and mediator, and righteousness of fallen man ? Is 
salvation made by it a personal thing between each soul and 
Christ ; its doing and its glory all his, not another's ; and the 
whole duty and dignity of the Christian Church and Christian 
Ministry recognized as that of bringing each fallen soul into the 
intimacy of spiritual personal communion with Him, and cherish- 
ing that communion when begun ? Alas ! how different, or 
rather (for I cannot use too strong language on the point) how 
directly contrary the fact ! It is all Chrisfs Vicar, not Christ ; 
his Church, and his Priesthood. — It astonishes me that Mr. Arnold 
should be so gulled in the matter. No doubt Rome acknowledges 
Christies divinity. What, I pray, would Chrisfs Vicar be without 
it ? Why ! it is on the strength of this very doctrine (as promi- 
nently observed in the Horse) that the Pope claims and receives 
adoration, tramples on the necks of kings, and holds the keys of 
hell and of heaven. No doubt, again, its subtle Trentine Council 
lays down that " a man cannot be justified before God without 
divine grace, through Jesus Christ." * But where, I pray, accorr 
ding to Papal doctrine, is that grace deposited ? and whence, and how, 
and on what terms, to be obtained ? The treasure, it declares, is in 
the keeping of the Church ; of the Church in its twofold division of the 
priesthood on earth, the saints in heaven : — a priesthood however 

' Page 32. 
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constituted not by the grace of God, but of the Holy See ; yea, and 
bound to it, hand and foot, by the vassal oath of fealty,* and the 
yet stronger ties of worldly interest : the saints too similarly under 
Papal influence ; themselves creatures of the Pope's creation ; and 
represented on earth by images, which must needs each one have 
the Papal sanction, and each one the priestly superintendence, 
in order to the exercise of any saintly function in behalf of their 
worshippers. — ^And then as to the conditions of the grant of this 
grace, mediation, and patronage to the suppliant, they are two. 
First submission, implicit submission, in act and mind and conscience 
to the Holy Mother Church ; * that is, the Priesthood and Pope. 
(Can less than this be due to Chrisfs Vicar, i. e. Antichrist ?) 
Secondly money. (Did we not see that one of the false apostle 
Judas* distinctive titles was one of the predicted designatives of 
Antichrist })^ In antitype, as in type, Christ may be betrayed ; 
but it must be for money. 

Yes ! to see exemplified Christ's real place in the Papal sys- 
tem, as compared and contrasted with the Papal Antichrist's, 
let the reader look to that ever memorable illustration of it that 
was given in the face of Christendom, and with all Christendom or 
rather Anti- Christendom consenting and applauding, on occasion 
of the inauguration of Pope Leo X ; before the light of the blessed 
Reformation had shamed the Papacy into acting out its character 
a little more disguisedly : a scene described somewhat largely in 
the Hora.^ Awfcd, most awfiil is the picture there given, if true : 
and, I believe, none will dispute its accuracy and truth. — It will 
have been seen, a little while since,* that Mr. Arnold has quoted 
a statement of mine from the Horse, to the effect that the idea of 
Antichrist being an open avowed Atheist is, even intellectually 
speaking, a mere rude and poor conception, (that is, of opposition 
and enmity to Christ,) compared with what is actually realized and 
exhibited in the Papacy. And, — having shewn that my opinion of 

» See my Horse, pp. 911, 912. 

^ '* The Holy Synod adjures all pastors, by the most sacred coming of our 

Lord and Saviour, that like good soldiers they observe all that the Holy Roman 

Churchy the mother and mistress o/ChurcheSj appoints/'' Trentine Decree, on 

Meats and Fasting, quoted by Mr. Arnold, p. 42. ^ See page 48 supr^. 

* Horae Apoc. pp. 395—430, first Edition. * See page 58 supra. 
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the Popes being Antichrist is founded not on any such k priori 
notion of fitness, but on the complete identification of the one 
and the other, after a rigid comparison of the Papal character, 
doctrine, and history with the Antichrist of Scripture prophecy, — 
having shewn this, I say, let me now explain and justify that super- 
added observation on the subject, by simply putting a case in 
point. Which then, I ask Reader, would you view with the 
deeper amazement and abhorrence ; an etvowed open desperate 
enemy, sworn against your life, family, friends, property :— or one 
that while professing the utmost friendship, were by some strange 
impersonation of you, in your absence, to insinuate himself into 
your place in the family, seduce your wife to be as his wife,* your 
children to look to him as their father ; then to make use of his 
opportunities to train them (both wife and children) into unfaith- 
fulness and rebellion to all your most solemn and cherished wishes 
and commands : falsifying your letters, and forging your hand- 
writing, in order the more eflfectually to carry out his plan ; and 
even at length framing an image and breathing voice into it and 
by magic art and strong delusion making men believe that it was 
your own self speaking, in expression of perfect approval of his 
proceedings, as those of your chief friend, plenipotentiary, and 
chosen substitute P Such is somewhat of the view of Antichrist, 
given us in Scripture prophecy : such what has been realized in 
the Popes and Popedom. And horrid as was the atheism of the 
French revolutionists, (and Mr. A. well knows, notwithstanding 
his significant inteijections in a quotation from the Horse,^ that I 
reprobate it to the full as strongly as himself,) yet must I beg 
leave to doubt whether in God's view it was as horrid an abomi- 
nation, even at its worst, as the blasphemous hypocrisies and 
betrayal of Christ in the polished Court and Church Councils 
of his usurping Vicar and impersonator Leo X.^ Sharp as were 
the thorns and nails and spear of the Pagan soldiery, they were 
surely less painful to the Saviour than the kiss of Judas. 

> See my Horae, pp. 423, 892. 
' ** Mr. E. accompanies it with a statement that Mr. Maitland^s idea of Anti- 
christ's religion, as if it were to be mere (!) open atheism and licentiousness.'* 
So at page 32 ; and again p. 33, " as if it could possibly be a worse thing than 
* mere (!) open atheism and licentiousness.' " ^ Compare Is. i. 10 — 14. 
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I have now said enough, I think, on Antichrisfs religion and 
religious character, as drawn by the Spirit of prophecy, to shew 
Mr. Arnold's total misconceptions on the subject. Thus it is per- 
fectly needless that I detain the Reader by any detailed notice of 
the contrasted parallelism, to which Mr. Arnold devotes some four 
pages of his Pamphlet,* between the principles of certain of the 
early Gnostics, and those of the Papacy, in the prohibition of 
meats and marriage, a point not entered on in the Horse : — ^the one, 
says Mr. Arnold, from viewing meats and marriage as in themselves 
evil ; the other " with a view to the mortification of the flesh," 
" for the sake of superior virtue," and in order, in case of the 
Clergy, to '* their keeping the vow of chastity voluntarily made, 
and not encumbering themselves with the cares of wedded life in their 
warfare." ^ — ** Superior virtue " indeed ! What says history 
with reference to the virtue of the Romish Clergy, in every age 
since the ceUbacy of the clergy was insisted on ? And as to 
" the vow voluntarily made^^ what says Czersky of one of the 
inducements to it secretly held out, even at the present day, to men 
drawn in to be candidates for Romish orders ? ^ Yet again, as 
to its object being the Clergy's " not encumbering themselves with 
the cares of wedded life in their warfare," does Mr. Arnold 
really believe that such were Pope Gregory the seventh's motives 
and other Popes', in so strenuously insisting on the celibacy of 
Clergy ? ^ But, passing this, the reader will see as to the prohi- 
bitions themselves, and the profest Papal motives for them, that 
Mr. A. in thus in fair show setting them forth, does but add his 
own unconscious illustrative comment to mine, in proof of the 
perfect answering of the Papal reUgious system to the predicted 
Antichrist ; involving as either does 'the mock-show of godliness, 
the all'deceivahleness of unrighteousness. 

I ought to observe in fairness that Mr. Arnold himself expresses a 

* From page 40 to 44. 
' Pages 42, 44. The expression *' superior virtue ^* is quoted from Epiphanius ; 
but apparently quoted by Mr. A. as applicable to the Romish Church. 

^ '* It is a scandalous comfort which is given to the young warm-hearted disci- 
ple, doubtful of his power of abstinence, when he enters on the life of a priest; 
* Non unam hahebis, (sc. mulierem,) sed mUle pro und hoAebis .* ^' ' &c. Czerski^s 
Justification of his secession, in Smithes Apostolical Christians, page 77. 
* See my observations page 1006 of the Horae. 
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strong opinion as to the evils that have resulted from the profess- 
edly holy injunction of the celihacy of the Clergy. But it stands 
side by side with those almost eulogistic expressions respecting its 
intended objects that I have noticed above. — ^Nor is such inconsist- 
ency apparent in his notice of this one particular Romish cor- 
ruption only. With reference, for example, to the idolatrous wor- 
ship of saints and images enjoined in the Papal Church, Mr. Ar- 
nold in one place says, *' There is hardly any language too strong 
to express my sense of the danger and unscriptural character of 
the invocation of saints, and especially of the Blessed Virgin, as 
I believe it to be commonly practised in the Church of Rome." ^ 
But in another he adopts the sentiment ; " I believe that a pious 
man praying before the rude image of a saint may, if the heart 
within him be lifted up in sincerity, be penetrated through and 
through with the highest sentiments and thoughts ; with essen- 
tial truth ; and even go away sanctified : " ^ and, in yet another ; 
" Christ's graces and merits are set forth in the Romish Church as 
the sole hope of Christians ; his sufferings as the most precious sub- 
ject of Christian meditation : it is a Church which clings firmly 
to Christ as the only mediator, the only hope of Christians.'* — 
Sad, sad inconsistency ! As to the truth of the assertion about 
Christ being the sole mediator, and his merits the sole hope of 
the Romish Church, let the reader turn from the unauthoritative 
book Mr. Arnold quotes from to the more authorized documents 
and devotional books used in Italy and at Rome ; — e.g. the Psalter 
of Bonaventure,^ the Manuals of Liguori, the Pope's own lan- 

> Page 37. 

' Adopted from Jacobi and Hengstenberg, page 34. ' Pages 37* 38. 

* In which the Virgin Mary is systematically substituted through the entire 
Psalter for Ood, So e.g. in Psahn xcv, '* come let us sin^ unto our Lady, let 
us heartily rejoice in Mary our Queen, who brings us salvation." -Many Romish 
Priests in England endearour to get rid of the charge on this head, by denying 
its genuineness ; though found in the elaborate edition of Bonaventure^s works* 
published at Rome by one of the Popes. And some will even say that they never 
before heard of the book. But it is in truth one of the most popular Romish 
Books of devotion : in proof of which we have the fact that it has in nine years 
gone through ten editions, under the immediate sanction of the Papal authorities. 
Liguori^s writings arc of a character just similar to Bonaventure^s. — Even in 
France there is the same kind of parodying. As on the Lord's Prayer ; ** Our 
Mother who art in heaven, hallowed be thy name ! ^ &c. 
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guage in his solemn yearly benediction,* or his authorized devo- 
tional for the pilgrims to Rome on occasion of the last Jubilee. ^ — 
Does the Pope's " canonization of Vincent de Paul, as a saint," ^ 
make the case for Rome better ? I marvel that Mr. A, in his 
apology for Rome, should have mentioned an act characteristic 
almost beyond all others of the daring arrogance and blasphemy 
of this Papal Antichrist. Canonization by him ! The opening 
of heaven to a dead man by his mere dictum ! Nor merely so : but 
constituting him a mediator for men before God, and guardian 
Angel ; one " inter divos relatum," (to use the language of the 
Roman Court,"*) and thenceforth to be worshipped and prayed to ! 
— ^Mr. Arnold strengthens himself in this apology for Rome, and 
repulsion from it of the charge of being the Church of Antichrist, 
by the authority of one and another German Professor. To early 
patristic authority on the subject of Antichrist's reUgion, (once so 
strongly challenged by advocates on the Romish side, but now as 
strongly challenged against it,*) he makes no allusion : and, I was 
about to say, maintains as significant a silence on the views and 
authority of his own Church, I see, however, on looking again into 
his Pamphlet, that he has made a passing reference of some three 
lines to the latter. But it is surely such a reference to it as only to 
misrepresent its judgment. " The Reformed Church of England," 
says Mr. A.,^ ** recognizes Romish orders as ^alid : " a proof, he 
would have it inferred, of its not regarding the Popes as Anti- 

* " Precibus et meritis Mariee semper Virginia, Beati Michaelis Archangeli, 
. . . . et omnium sanctorum, misereatur vestri Omnipotens Deus ! ** I take this 
from Dr. Burton^s Description of Rome, ii. 124. 

* "Air altare della Madonna." — " Dove ha da recorrere un peccatore dolente, 
se non al seno yestro 7 avvocata de* peccatori, in questo tempo di remissione non 
distenderete il manto del vostro patrocinio sopr^ di me ; accio in tal modo posso 
Bottarmi dall' ira del vostro divino Figliuolo ! " Sir W. Cockbum's St. Bartholo- 
mew, page 203. 

* '"'' Anticlirist has canonized him (Vincent de Paul) as a saint The Pope 
Benedict xiii performed with great solemnity the ceremony of his beatification in 
1729.** Arnold, p. 39. — By the way has not Mr. A. confounded the Romish 
beaUfioation with its higher celestial dignity of canotdzcUion ? Bonaventure, for 
example, is a regularly canonized Saint of the Romish Calendar, and as such 
prayed to in the Romish Breviary. 

* Michelet Memoires de Luther.— So our Homily on Peril of Idolatry, 
Part iii ; " to make of saints gods, called Dii Mediommi! " &c. 

* See the quotation from the Horse, page 58 suprd. * Page 50. 

F 
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Christ. But did the apostle PauTs recognition of them that sate in 
the old Jewish pontifical chair, as offidaDy God's High Priests,' 
imply an acknowledgment of their not having been the blas- 
phemous rejectors and crucifiers of Christ ; and, as such» apostates 
from God P The real ofHnion of the founders of the Anglican 
Church on this point is on record ; — of Cranmer, Ridley, Latimer, 
Jewel, &c.^ It is writtai especially in those Homities, to the main 
doctrines of which Mr. Arnold has solemnly dedaredhis assent.' 
" Till our age all Christendom continued drowned, as it were, for 
800 years in damnable idolatry.^* *' The Prophet Daniel dedareth 
such decking of images to be a token of Antichrist's kingdom.'' 
'* The idolatrous Church, (of Rome,) the foulest Harlot that ever 
was seen, according to the description of the Mother of whore* 
dom set forth by St. John in his Revelation.'' So speaks a Homily 
of the Anglican Church. And again, in its Rubric annexed to 
the Communion Service ; " The sacramental bread and wine 
remain still in their natural substances, and therefore may not he 
adored; for that were idolatry, to be abhorred of all faithful Chris > 
tians." And on this view of the Pope as Antichrist, and his Church 
as idolatrous and Babylon, was mainly grounded and justified^ on the 
part of our English, as well as of other Reformers, their memorable 
separation from Rome."* How then such language as follows from 
Mr. A. a Presbyter of the Anglican Church ; *' The opinion that 
the Papal system is Antichrist cannot be maintained without doing 

* Acts xxiii. 4, 5. 

'As any one may see by referring to their works, nour made better known by 
the Parker Society's republications. — Bishop Warburton with larger reference 
thus expresses himself. *' The soberest of Protestant interpreters have universally 
eoneurred that the Man o/sin^ the Antichrist, coald be no other than the man 
that fills the Papal Chair. On this was the ReformatioD begnn and carried on.** 
Warburton *s Works r. 448. See for the sequel of the passage Note 4 below. 

^ *'The second Book of Homilies doth contain a godly and wholesome doo 
trine."' Article xxxv. A list of the Homilies is appended ; including specifically 
the one above quoted from, "Against Peril of Idolatry." 

* " On this principle (viz. that the Pope, or Church of Rome, was the yeiy 
Antichrist foretold) was the Reformation begun and carried on : on this the 
great separation from the Church of Rome conceived aad perfected. For thoit|^ 
(mere) persecution for opinion would acquit those of schism whom the Church of 
Rome had driven from her communion, yet on the principle that she is Antichrist^ 
they had net only a right, but lay under the obligation of a command, to ctrne 
out of the spiritual Babylon.** Warburton, ibid. 
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such violence to the sacred text, as should call forth the indig- 
nant remonstrances of all who honor the word of God ! " * To 
myself the consciousness of the most perfect agreement on this 
all-important point with the heloved Church to which I belong, 
is cheering and full of comfort. To Mr. A. the consciousness of 
the entire difference on it between his Church and him must, I 
am sure, be a source of no little uncomfortableness and pain. For 
I feel persuaded that he is as opposed as I am to the shameless 
principles inculcated in Tract No. 90, by those poor, deluding, 
and deluded men that have lately gone over to Rome : principles 
destructive of the moral sense ; and which would make ordination 
in our Church, and every day's fulfilment in it of the ministry 
ordained to, nothing less than the dehberate acting out of a lie. 

4. Let me give a passing notice to certain lesser points of ob- 
jection, thrown out in transitu by Mr. Arnold ; albeit in truth, 
as being but the crambe recocta of objections already answered 
and refuted, both in the Horse and elsewhere, (though of these 
answers Mr. Arnold, as is too usual with him, takes no notice,) they 
might with much propriety have been past over in silence. But I 
will be brief. — 1 . Says Mr. Arnold ; " If the Pope or Papacy 
be Antichrist, what is the Greek Church, whose doctrinal cor- 
ruptions are so nearly the same, &c." ^ Answer. Antichristian, 
and participating in the apostacy ; and therefore punished by the 
first and second woes : but without Chrisfs usurping Vicar head- 
ing it ; i. e, without the consummated guilt of a heading Anti- 
christ, — 2. ** Have not holy men arisen in the Roman Catholic 
Church ? " ^ Answer. It is expressly implied that some such there 

' Mr. Arnold at page 29, on the opening of his chapter on Antichrist, has made 
the strange blunder of representing this view of the Pope as Antichrist, to have 
been not entertained by Luther and his brother Reformers till the year 1528 ; i.e. 
nine or ten years after his separation from Rome, Almost any history of Luther 
and the early German Reformation would suffice to shew his error. I have my- 
self fully entered into the facts of the case in my chapter on the seven thunders. 
It was in 1518 that the conviction began to break on Luther's mind ; and in 1520, 
in his answer to the Pope's Bull of excommunication, he proclaimed the author 
of the Bull to be Antichrist, and poured contempt on its thunders as '* the 
infernal voices of Antichrist."^ His judgment on the point was then derived 
firom Daniel^s prophecies. In 1528 he had been convinced of the inspiration of 
the Apocalypse ; and of the application of its prophecies of Antichrist and Babylon 
to Rome, in common with Daniel's. ' Page 45. ^ Page 40. 

F 2 
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would be in apparent and outward communion with Antichrist's 
Church, even to the last ; persons in Babylon, but not of Babylon,' 
just as many that were in Israel were not of Israel : the cry, " Come 
out of her,, my people, that ye be not partakers of her plagues,** 
raised just before Babylon's destruction, impl3dng as much. — 3, 
** The saints have not been given into the Pope's hands during 
any period of 1260 years, a point so powerfully stated by Mr. 
Maitland." ^ Answer. The whole force of Mr. M's argument de- 
pends on the supposed fact of the prophetic expression being 
given into his hands meaning being persecuted by him : a supposi- 
tion plainly refuted by the meaning of the same phrase in Dan. ii. 
38 ; " Wheresoever the children of men dwell, the beasts of the 
field, and the fowls of heaven, hath He given into thine hand, (i. e. 
as the next clause adds^) and hath made thee ruler over them all.** 
The Antichrist was thus only to have the supremacy over them for 
1260 years: while the fact of his not persecuting them all those years 
was directly implied in the very important statement, Apoc. xi. 7 ; 
" When they (the witnesses) shall have perfected their testimony, 
(then) the Beast that is to rise from the abyss shall make war against 
them." — 4. ** The arbitrary mEinner in which the explanation of 
the Apocalyptic symbols is sought for only in the Western Church, 
on Mr. Maitland's Roman'TVestem-imperial-papal-habitable earth,** 
Answer. Passing by the wit (whatever it may possess) of the long 
compound, and which, I need not say, might be easily retorted with 
interest, it is Mr. A.'s part, as urging it, to show that the word 
yvi, i. e. earth, or land, is always used in its fullest sense in Scrip- 
ture : for example, that ** the whole earth to he taxed," (Lukeii. 1,) 
meant the whole round world ; and that where we read, " There 
was darkness over the whole land till the ninth hour," all our 
earthly planet is meant ; not the Judaic-imperial-previncial-habi^ 
table-earth, — ^Will Mr. Arnold assert this ? 

5thly, and finally, come Mr. Arnold's objections against my 
argument on the year-day question ; objections which, from the 
great importance of the subject, must not be past over quite so 
summarily. 

* e. g. Pascal and Fenelon ; men stigmatized and persecuted by Rome itself 
as not Romish: but whom yet Mr. A. actually cites in his apology for the 
Papacy, p. 50, as among Romc*s real adherents. ' Ibid. 
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First, I had noted the ^ priori presumption that in the use of 
animal symbols (so as in Daniel and the Apocalypse) to represent 
kingdoms, we might expect a certain scale of proportion to be 
observed, agreeably with the rule of propriety, in respect of the 
duration predicated of the animal, as of other circumstantials : so 
that if the duration of the kingdom symbolized were 1260 years, 
it would not be this long period that would be predicated of the 
animal symbolizing, but some term of time on a miniature scale 
more appropriate : and I illustrated and corroborated this pre- 
sumption by reference to a somewhat similar case, on which there 
could arise no doubt : viz., the S3rmbolization of Judah by Ezekiel 
under type of a woman ; ^ its infancy youth and maturity, each 
of long duration, under tjrpe of the woman's infancy youth and 
maturity, each of short duration. — On which objects my Critic ; ^ 
*' A dangerous argument," L e. so apphed ; " considering that 
compounded animals violate the first law of propriety." Such is his 
whole objection. My example from Ezekiel xvi, xxiii, hejpasses 
over in entire silence ; and, when he speaks of compounded ani- 
mals, forgets that in some cases of symbohc animals in prophecy, 
as the ram and goat of Daniel viii, they are not compoimded : in 
regard of which last, if the connected period of 2300 days be 
used, accordantly with the rules of propriety, to signify 2300 
years, Mr. Arnold himself, 1 feel persuaded, will grant that he 
must abandon aU opposition to the explanation of the 1260 days 
of the compound Beast in Daniel vii, as signifying 1260 years. 

Secondly comes into question the famous example in Ezekiel, 
j(Daniers own cotemporary,) directly fixing the scale, in one at least 
of such symbolizations, by God's own voice, at a day for a year. 
He was to He 390 days on his left side, and then forty days on his 
right, as the representative of Israel and Judah : God himself 
declaring, " I have laid on thee the years of their iniquity, ac- 
cording to the number of the days ; I have appointed thee each 
day for a year J' ^ Marvellous indeed must be his ingenuity that 
can fairly set aside such a precedent. And how then does Mr. Ar- 
nold attempt it ? "Of course," says he, " the case is irrelevant.'* 
Surely this is a rather curious of course. But how irrelevant ? 

/ Ezck. xvi, xxHL &c « Page 82. » Ezek. iv. 4, 5. 
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" At the most these instances would amount to a presumption, 
that if some longer space were signified by a prophetic day, that 
longer space might very possibly be a year," Then, on Mr. 
Arnold's own niggardly and grudging admission, it would not be 
irrelevant. " But," adds he, '* do not the two instances raise a 
very different presumption, that when a day is to represent a year, 
explanation is needed, and may therefore be expected ? " That is, 
that wherever a symbol in a figuration has been once explained, it 
is in all other symbolic figurations, unless explained again, to be 
construed literally : — for example, that the sun, moon and stars 
having been explained of the heads of a nation (the nascent 
nation of Israel) in Joseph's dream, but not so explained in 
Apoc. vi. 13 and xii. 1, the stars falling on this earth in Apoc. 
vi, must mean the literal stars fedling on it ; (though, strange to say, 
not so as to destroy either it or its inhabitants ;) and the woman 
clothed with the sun, and with the moon under her feet, a woman 
clothed literally with the solar orb, and with the literal moon as 
her sandal or footstool ! 

Thirdly, on my remark as to one most important object to be 
subserved by this veiling, under the miniature form of days, of 
certain long prophetic periods of years that were to intervene 
before Christ's second coming, — ^viz., that the Church in her 
earlier days, from not knowing the times and the seasons, and con- 
struing such periods as the 1260 days in their literal brevity, 
might so not be withheld thereby from the continual expectancy of 
her Lord, — and in her later days, (at that ** time of the end" when 
it was said that the vision should be unsealed,^) might " through 
the solution of the year-day chronological enigma, as well as 
from other evidence," ^ like as from the budding fig-tree,* recognize 
the signs of his near advent, — ^to this what replies Mr. Arnold ? 
He just mutilates my argument, in order to answer it. " Then, 
to be consistent, we must hold it very possible that our supposed 
discovery that a prophetic day means a year, may but be another 
beneficial mistake of the real meaning veiled in the prophetically 
ambiguous word ; and that a prophetic day may hereafter be dis- 
covered to mean a thousand years, when the belief of its meaning 

^ Dan. xii. 9. « Page 964 of my first edition. « Matt. xxiv. 32. 
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one year has served its purpose of making these ages believe that 
their Lord's coming is at hand." But what, I beg to ask Mr. A. 
of the " other concurrent evidence ? " And such concurrent evi- 
dence, so varied, so singular ; evidence historical, pohtical, eccle- 
siastical, rehgious ; aflfecting other nations as weU as Christendom, 
Jews as weU as Gentiles ! ^ For such Scripture prophecy depicts 
to us as to accompany the expiration of the real 1260 days' period : 
and, such it is, I may say, as cannot by possibility attach to any but 
one epoch of history. I might add my behef that it will be all found 
to attach to this now present sera ; at which the 1260 days, on the 
year-day principle of calculation^ must be deemed to be near their 

' How many, and how striking these points of evidence are, will appear from 
the illustrations at page 1431 — 1434 of ray first edition. 

Mr. Arnold has devoted a page or two to observations on the subject of iUmge 
and the new antipapal movement in Germany. We have not yet seen enough of 
the movement, I think, to be able to form altogether a satisfectory judgment on 
its real character. But the strength of Czersk^^a evangelic feelings, motives, 
and doctrine has sufficiently appeared ; and his utter disavowal of all connexion 
with the Freethinkers of Germany. Yet has he heartily joined in the proceedr 
ings of the general Synod of the German Catholic Church at Leipsic. Hence 
my hopes equal my fears. — Mr. A. has dwelt also on the awfiil s^H'ead of avowed 
infidelity in Germany. — Now is he quite sure that in both the one and the other 
movement there is not a sign of the times^ furnishing fresh evidence in corroboration 
of the views of the Horse ? What says prophecy ? That just after the drying up of 
iJie Euphrates has made progress, there come out of the mouth of the Dragon^ the 
Beast, and the False Prophet, three spirits like frogs, to stir up the nations to the 
great war of Armageddon. Now if the Euphratean horsemen of the second Woe be 
the Turks, then the drying up of the Euphrates must mean the drying up of the 
x)verflow of the Turkish power ; an event that since 1820 has been going on 
notoriously. And have not spirits gone forth as notoriously, of infidelity, popery, 
and priestcraft, (ecclesiastical priestcraft, as opposed to the spirit of an evangelic 
ministry,) with an energy and power most extraordinary, from very soon after that 
epoch, and ever since, alike over Christendom and its colonies ? — Again just be- 
fore the gathering to that mystical war is effected, the prophecy depicts a second 
and a third Angel as flying abroad in mid-heaven, with cries tantamount to that 
in Apoc. xviii. 4, ^ Come out of her (out of Babylon, i.e. Rome and its Church) 
my people, that ye be not partakers of her plagues : " — Angels flying in the wake 
of another earlier, the Missionary Angel with the everlasting Gospel. May not 
the anti-papal voice through Germany be the beginning of that of those two 
Angels in that country, should it prove to be Christian \ or, if not, then only an 
increase of that of the infidel spirit from out of the Dragon*8 mouth ?— It is better 
to wait before pronouncing which. I cannot but think that Professor Hengsten- 
berg has been premature, and therefore unwise, in pronouncing as he already has 
so unfavourably. 
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complete expiration. At any rate, taking this into account, what, 
I ask, becomes of Mr. Arnold's argument ? 

Fourthly, says my objector, " Mr. Elliott has undoubtedly con- 
tributed to increase the amount of authority in favor of the year- 
day principle, by shewing that it had more support in the early 
ages of the Church than Mr. Maitland supposed. It is allowed 
however that it has none in the four first centuries.** I did in- 
deed so allow in my first Edition ; but incorrectly. My second 
Edition adds the authority of the fieunous Cyprian in its flavor, of 
the third century,* besides various others. So that instead of 
** any such interpretation having been unknown by the Jewish 
Church before the Christian aera, by the primitive Church, or by 
the Fathers, indeed for the twelve first centuries of Christianity,'* 
agreeably with Mr. Maitland' s well known and often repeated 
statement, there appears to have been a complete catena of fathers 
and doctors of the Church, recognizing as true the year-day princi- 
ple, from the third century inclusive down to the twelfth ; com- 
prehending the names of Cyprian, T^honius, Prosper, Primasius, 
Ambrose Ansbert, Haymo, Berengaud, Bruno Astensis, Joachim Ab- 
bas, Albertus Magnus ; and doubtless many more, that further 
and less limited researches than my own will also bring to light : ^ 
not to add some of the best Jewish expositors also, from the 
second century downward.^ 

On the whole, let the Reader well consider how this very im- 

^ Pontius tells of a vision in which it was signified to Cyprian that he was to 
suffer martyrdom : on hearing which Cyprian asked the delay of one day, which 
was granted him. On which, adds Pontius, evidently narrating Cyprian's own 
view of the vision, '^Quidh^c revelatione manifestius ? Hie dies unw signifi- 
cabat annurn^ quo ille post visionem acturus in seculo fuerat. Nam eo die post 
exactum annum coronatus est** 

• I must here notice a misrepresentation by Mr. A. " To say that the year-day 
principle was so obvious, that its not being perceived seems only to be accounted for 
by some providential overruling of man*s mind, is indeed a dangerous argument to 
introduce into biblical interpretation." — What I really say is that the not ex- 
pounding the 1260 days of the Apocalyptic prophecy of the Witnesses as 1260 
yearsy in the case of those interpreters who eaj/lained the 3^ days of the self-same 
prophecy to mean 3J years, was the thing only so to be accounted for. 

* Mr. Faber has exemplified in the Cabala of the second century about the 
prophecy in Micah v. 2 ; Mr. Cuninghamc in the Rabbles Saadia Gaon, Solomon 
Jarchif and others. 
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portant point, — ^important as affecting the mighty question of 
the Popedom and Antichrist, — has been left by Mr. Arnold. 
Surely alike the presumptive Eind the direct scripture evidence in 
favour of the year-day principle, impugned by him, has been only 
strengthened by the manifest ill-success of his attacks. — ^Nor is 
this all the evidence. Mr. Arnold has not quite fairly or correctly 
stated the argument from the seventy weeks or heptads of Dan. ix, 
** It is now allowed," says he, ** that shabua means a heptad, and 
that it is found in the Bible of days and (also) years." No ! it is 
not allowed that the Bible uses it of years; that is, not when 
standing by itself, so as here. The examples are indeed hut few 
in Scripture where the word shabua is used in this insulated form : 
but wherever it is so used, it is used of heptads of days,^ never 
of heptads of years. So that from its Scriptural use the seventy 
hebdomads of Dan. ix. might fairly bear our English translation 
of seventy weeks, or heptads of days ; though prophetically, as we 
know, meant of years. Still etymologically the word bears either 
application alike ; and in the Mishna (a Rabbinical Book compiled 
however not before the 2nd or 3rd century) it is apphed, standing 
by itself, to years as weU as days. Hence I have not cared to press 
this argument in the Horae, even so much as others have fairly prest 
it. — ^Andthen there remains, over and above all the rest, the histo^ 
rical argument from the fitting of aU the Apocalyptic periods on 
this year-day principle to the facts of history : — alike the 150 
days of the first woe, the hour day month and year of the second 
woe, the three and a half days of the witnesses Ijdng dead, and 
the 1260 days of the Beast's supremacy. Mr. Arnold's attack 
on the first of these periods will not I think have been deemed 
successful. 2 The rest he has not attempted to assail. 

In concluding this Section, I must not omit just briefly to note 
Mr. Arnold's solution of that grand difficulty, patent in his 
scheme of interpretation, which arises from the circumstance of 
Babylon, the City of Antichrist, being expressly declared to be the 
City of the seven hills, i. e. Rome. " I am well aware," says Mr. 
Arnold,^ " that if I quit the subject without mentioning the seven 

* Gen. xxix. 27, 28. Le7. xii. 5. Numb, xxviii. 26. 
* See pp. 28—30 supra. » Page 61. 
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hills, I shall produce no permanent impression on any mind that 
has hitherto believed itself to read in those words a declaration 
that Rome, Papal Rome, is the city described in the Apocalypse/' 
Assuredly not. And what then his solution ? " That Rome is 
the city intended," says he, "I have no doubt : but / believe 
RoDie to be symbolically used for the seat of all anti-christian poli- 
tical potver,*' That is, that not the symbol only, but tlie very thing 
symbolizedby the symbol, according to a revealing angel's own expla- 
nation, is itself to be only construed as a symbol of something else ! 
Fatal principle ! and one by which indeed not this scripture pro- 
phecy only, but all scripture prophecy may be utterly and altoge- 
ther " explained away." * For example ; " The ram which thou 
sawest," said Gabriel to Daniel, " having two horns, are the 
kings of Media and Persia; and the rough goat is the king of 
Grecia." ^ But, on Mr. Arnold's hermeneutic principle, the kings 
of Media and Persia, and the king of Grecia, are not really 
meant ; but are mere symbols of something else quite different. 
Again in Pharaoh's dream, the seven lean kine were said to have 
eigm^ed seven years of famine. But not so, on Mr. A's principle. 
The seven years of famine were but themselves a symbol ! And 
so in case of other divinely explained symbols imiversally. — ^A 
principle like this no names can justify, German or English. It is 
one which will make anything or nothing, as it pleases, of God's 
blessed word. And, as it is essential in order to the extrication of 
the Popes and Popedom and Rome from the charge of being Anti- 
christ and Antichrist's kingdom and city, may I not most fitly 
€onclude this long Section on Antichrist with the selfsame words, 
already before cited, with which Mr. Arnold begins his Section 
on Antichrist, one Httle " not " only being inserted in addition ? 
"" The opinion that the Papal system (or rather the Pope *) is [nof] 

^ Compare Mr. Aroold^s remonBtrance against my *^ explaining awap,''^ in not 
construing the city ' where also Christ had been crucified,^ in the history of the 
Witnesses, to be Jerusalem : and that, says he, ^* in a clause that seems from its 
position to be evidently explanatory.^ See my page 41 supra. Here the clause 
not only may teem to some to be explanatory ; but is expressly declared to be so. 

' Arnold, page 29. 

' Terms ought to be used on this subject a little more exactly. The tuocessum 
of Popes (on the usual Protestant view) answers to Antichrist and the Apocalyptic 
fieast^s ruling head ; the Papal population and kingdom to the Beatt^t body ; the 
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ADtichriBt, cannot be maintained without doing such violence to 
the sacred text, as should call forth the indigpiant remonstrances of 
all who honor the word of God with any approach to that rever- 
ence which is its due." ^ 



Section VI. — The Conclusion, 

In concluding this Reply to Mr. Arnold, it is not my intention 
to discuss his brief criticisms on that last Part of my work which 
concerns the Jews^ restoration, the Millennium, and generally things 
future. It is the past that I consider as my chief province ; it being 
that in regard of wliich I may test the correspondence of pro- 
phecy and historic fact : while in regard of the future there must 
necessarily be less material for checking fancy, and guiding the 
reason to just conclusions. Moreover while on the subject of the 
Jews and the consummation, Mr. A. offers some observations tem- 
perately expressed, and that may fairly call for careful considera- 
tion on the part of the expositor, there are certainly more which 
show that Mr. Arnold's views on the general subject are not 
at present wrought into any thing like a consistent form, or such as 
might promise fruit from the examination. ^ 

Papacy to the eoelesiasHeal system of the consumnuUed aposta<^ connected in 
prophecy with Antichrist. 

' Mr. A. alludes to the late Dr. Amold^s general agreement with him in this 
view of the Apocalyptic Babylon. A fitter opportunity for more full examina- 
tion of Dr. Amold^s generalizing scheme of prophetic interpretation, and Dr. 
Oldhausen^s too, will occur in the Appendix to my new edition of the Horse. 

' The following are the chief views exprest by Mr. A. on this head ; pp. 58 — 60. 

1. That the^rs^ resurrection of Apoc. xx. must be a literal resurrection, not 
figurative. But, adds he, *' that the saints of the first resurrection will reign on 
earth isa supposition that has no foundation in the Apocalyptic description : nor 
is a single word said that either states, or (so fSEir as I can see) implies, that Jesus 
Christ and his saints will reign on the earth in the body during the millennium.^ 
Has Mr. A. then forgot the song in Apoc. v. 10, '^ And we shall reign on the 
earth : *^ a declaration well accordant with that petition of the Church in our Lord^s 
prayer, " Thy kingdom come, and will be done, on earth as it is in heaven ? " 

2. That ChrisCs comity will be accompanied with " that blessed state of the 
Churches glory, when Satan shall be bound, and God's ancient people converted to 
their Messiah,'^'* imd. the creation itself delivered from the curse. But he doubts 
whether this shall be at the millennium, or after the dissolution of the present 
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I revert therefore to the suhjects of the past, Mr. A.'s Pamphlet, 
like his own amphisbsena J has at its end, as well as at its beginning, 
a somewhat serpent-hke looking head, in the shape of a heading 
and a closing Paragiaph, that drop upon the Horae a critical distilla- 
tion, in the latter case at least, not altogether devoid of acrimony. 
The introductory Paragraph speaks (as we saw long since)^ **of the 
mode of investigation in the Horae as perverse and uncritical," and 
its interpretation such '*as will not stand the tests of grammatical 
construction, common sense, and the ordinary works of historians." 
The concluding Paragraph reprobates its '^ phantastic and utterly 
unfounded mode of interpretation ; one whereby this noble and 
blessed work of inspiration is turned now into a field for the petty 
ingenuity of the commentator, hunting for fancied coincidences : 
now into an armoury for the disingenuous ^ polemic ; no\y into 
unhealthy food for the fancy, revelling in pictures of millennial 

heavens and earth ; and utterly rejects all idea of any other than a toted destruo- 
turn of this whole world by fire at the time of Christ^s coming : — thereby leaving 
(so far as I can see) no earthly place and standing ground for the Jews that are 
yet, as he admits, to be converted at this very time to the Messiah ; nor, I think, 
any possible reconciliation of St. Pder'^n promised new heavens and earthjwith 
those noted in Isaiah Ixv, Ixvi, where the promise was made. 

'' I cannot at all agree/^ he adds, *■*• with Mr. E.^s explanation of TfBrjffavpurfxevoi 
irvpi, as meaning not reserved unto fire^ but stored wiOifire : i.e. charged with 
fire that is to destroy the Roman earth." Reason for disagreement he gives none. 
Whereas it is certainly ground for agreement with it that so only is the antithetic 
parallelism brought out that was evidently intended by the apostle, between the 
old world provided with the aqueous element that was to destroy it ; and the 
present world charged with the igneous element that is to destroy i^.— Since the 
publication of my first edition I have been pleased to find Tertullian's similar 
view of the passage. " Gehennam, quae est uptis arcani suhterranei ad poenam 
i^sawnw." Apolog. 47. Jerom too seems t© have had a similar idea of the 
interior fire of the earth : "infemusin medio terrae esse pcrhibetur." In Jon. ii. 

Let me note, in passing, a difficulty that Mr. A. makes respecting the literal re- 
turn of the Jews to their own land,in connexion with that passage in Zech. xiv. G, 
which states , " that every one that is left of all nations that come against Jerusalem 
Bhall go up firom year to year to worship the king."" " Judea," saya he, after 
Dachs, ** could not hold them.**— But how could all the nations and languages, 
jsaid to be assembled in the plain of Dura (Dan. iii. 7) to worship Nebuchad- 
nezzar's image, have found room there ? They attended, as is evident from verses 
2, 3, by representatives,] 

* See page 34 supri. « See my page 1 supri. 

^ " Disingenuous ! " Will Mr. A. explain and justify this charge .!• 
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blessedness,^ and even, as is too often the case, turning its own 
creations into a creed,^ and scorning those as unspiritual who 
cannot find its articles in the Bible." — ^Whether these charges be 
true, or not, the candid and intelligent reader of this Reply, on 
comparing it with Mr. Arnold's Remarks, will be pretty well able to 
judge ; seeing that my Critic must of course have set forth in his 
Remarks his strongest matter of charge against the Horse. Much 
more will he be competent to do it, who has also read with care 
my Work itself. ^ 

But, in truth, the question involved is one too surpassingly im- 
portant to admit of the matter stopping here. I feel thankful that 
the rapid sale of my first Edition has so soon enabled me to direct 
my attention to the revision and improvement of the Work : and 
very soon my new Edition of the Horse will be before the 
pubhc ; one in which, as I hope, what was weak in the argu- 
ment here and there will be found strengthened, what was imper- 
fectly developed opened out more fully, and what was incorrect 
in detail exhibited more correctly. Thus there wiU then be open 
for the critical examination of Mr. Arnold, or any other, a fairer^ 
better, development of the subject; and consequently a fairer, better, 
opportunity for deciding the great question of its general truth, 
as an Apocal3rptic exposition, or falsehood. And such an exami- 
nation I not only do not deprecate, but call for. Only let it be 
really critical : critical in that highest and best sense of the word 
on which I have before spoken : ^ that to which Mr. A.*s ex parte 
attack in his present Pamphlet presents so perfect a contrast ; and 
of which the very model and beau ideal is the fair, compre- 
hensive, yet searching summing up of evidence by an English 

^ *^ To revel ^* in them ! Surely the yeib is a very strange one in such an 
application. Nearly all that I have said on the subject is on the one page, 1411 , and 
this chiefly a cento from scripture. At page 1412, 1 expressly decline dweUing on 
the subject, '* as one too high and holy for my own rude touch.*^ And I quote 
from Cowper instead, 

O scenes surpassing £able, and yet true. 
Scenes of accomplished bliss, &c. 

So that the *' revelling " is Cowper's, not mine. 

> Where is this scorning 9 Surely Mr. A. himself will not deny that the 
general tone and spirit of the work i» of a yery different character from, indeed 
the direct opposite to, scornful ? ' See page 8 supriL 
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THE CONCLUSION. 



Judge. — ^Let me frankly say, of such an examination I fear not 
the issue. It will of course begin with my Seals ; and I shall 
expect that the examiner will test their truth by not one only> 
but each of those three criteria which I have indicated at page 
26 of this Pamphlet. Next I shall expect that he will take up 
(after Mr. A.'s example) the first or scorpion-locust woe ; and 
distinctly encounter my main argument, from the asserted fact of all 
the characteristics of that S3nnbol answering to the Mahomedan 
Saracens of the seventh Century, so as they can be shewn to 
answer to no other nation that ever existed on the face of the 
earth. ^ Then will come up the Vision of the sun-beaming Angel of 
Apoc. X, xi ; and enquiry whether my assertion that the five or 
six chief seras of progress in the Reformation are there unfolded 
with an exactitude the most surprising, be true or not. Then 
we shall have renewed the question of the Death and Resurrection 
of the Witnesses; and then again, the whole question of the 
Beast, Beasfs Image, and Antichrist, — Of course if Mr. Arnold, 
or any other profest Critic, shun, so as Mr. A. has thus far done, 
the main evidence and arguments^ and only seek to pick off here 
and there, if it may be, some straggling and less defended state- 
ment, then it will be on his part a silent confession of failure. 
And what if, on careful examination, finding the main strength of 
the evidence impregnable, and that all through, take what point 
he will, the coincidences between the Apocalyptic symbols and the 
historic subjects to which I refer them, whether secular or eccle- 
siastical, concerning the world or the Church,^ are indeed, so as I 
assert, most singular and marvellous, — ^what I say, if he yet choose 
to refer them rather to accident, or the expositor's ingenuity and 
craft, than to the direct designing and intent of the all-wise Author 
of the revelation ? In such case then let him not be surprized, if it 
be suggested as thenceforward his fitting employment, to inculcate 
the rejection of all the laws of both direct and circumstantial evi- 
dence that have hitherto been most recognized amongst men ; and 
to astonish the world by proving that even the fittings and com- 
binations of a watch are to be regarded as but the result of chance. 

* See page 27* 

' Which the symbol of a temple like that in the Apocalypse, Mr. A. himself 

allows, p. 67, might fitly figure. 

THE END. 
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